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Summary 

Between 31st of July and 7th of August 2017 Oxford Archaeology East 
undertook a trial trench evaluation at the land east of Aspal Lane, Beck Row, 
Mildenhall (centred TL 7024 7779). The work was commissioned by Lovell and 
followed on from a previous phase of geophysical survey and 1% evaluation 
trenching in 2013. The subject of this report is the second phase of evaluation 
comprising a total of 22 trenches. 

The evaluation revealed a series of post-medieval and modern features 
comprising pits and ditches, of mostly agricultural use. Some pits are likely to 
have been for sand extraction and may date to the medieval period. One pit 
may also be of prehistoric date.  

The natural landscape can be characterised as ‘hummock-and-hollow’ ground 
with thin layers of peat formed within some of the more substantial hollows.  

The archaeology found during both phases of evaluation shows that whilst the 
site was in proximity to human occupation it was used for agriculture for most 
of the time. Poor environmental preservation and the sparsity of finds confirm 
the low archaeological potential of the site. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
1.1 Scope of work 
1.1.1 Oxford Archaeology (OA) was commissioned by Lovell to undertake a Phase 2 trial 

trench evaluation at the site east of Aspal Lane, Beck Row, Mildenhall, Suffolk 
(centered on TL 7024 7779; Fig. 1) . 

1.1.2 The work carried out between 31st July and 7th August 2017 as part of a condition of 
Planning Permission (planning ref. DC/13/123/OUT), in accordance with a Brief issued 
by Rachael Abraham (dated 12/01/2017), and an approved Written Scheme of 
Investigation (WSI) produced by OA (Brudenell 2017). This document outlines how OA 
implemented the specified requirements. 

1.2 Location, topography and geology 
1.2.1 The site is a rectangular agricultural field covering c. 4.2ha, and is broadly flat between 

4.4-5.3m OD. It is bordered by housing to the north, a hedged boundary to the east, 
Aspal Road to the west and scattered trees along the ditched field boundary to the 
south (Fig. 1).  

1.2.2 The superficial geology of the site comprises River Terrace sands and gravel supporting 
well drained calcareous sandy soils, south of the fen-edge. The area has a characteristic 
micro-relief known as ‘hummock-and-hollow’ ground formed during the Pleistocene 
(Gallois 1988; Worssam 1969). The underlying bedrock comprises chalk of the Grey 
Chalk Subgroup (BGS). 

1.3 Archaeological and historical background 
1.3.1 The site is located in an area of moderate archaeological potential as recorded by 

information held by the Suffolk County Historic Environment Record (SHER). This 
section is based on the background study in WSI (Brudenell 2017) and SHER (Fig. 2). 

Prehistoric and Roman.  

1.3.2 Some prehistoric finds have been recorded in the area, particularly around the former 
fen-edge. Those within the vicinity of the site include Neolithic and Early Bronze Age 
worked flints recovered to the north and east comprising a projectile (MNL 071) and 
two flint knives (MNL Misc). A single residual worked flint was also recovered from the 
site during the phase 1 evaluation (MNL 705).  

1.3.3 An Iron Age Iceni coin and a scatter of Roman pottery have been recorded c. 350m 
south of the site. A major multi-period Iron Age and Roman settlement replete with 
enclosures, structures, pits and ditches is located c. 1km to the north-west, centred on 
Smoke House (MNL 502; 508; 570; 589; 598; 608; 618).  

Medieval 

1.3.4 Despite its proximity to the medieval core of Beck Row and to Aspal manor, the site 
remained in agricultural use during this period. The medieval moated site of Aspal Hall 
is located c. 150m south-west of the site (MNL 083). Three sides of the rectilinear moat 
remain visible at c. 7m wide and c. 2m deep, though the hall itself has been 
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demolished. The manor once belonged to Sir Robert de Aspal (died 1326) and was a 
sub-manor of Mildenhall. To the west, and now largely enclosed by development is 
Aspal Park. This was a piece of demesne pasture attached to the Aspal manor. The 
1812 Enclosure map shows this area subdivided into smaller landholdings. To the north 
is the medieval green of Holmsey Green (MNL 525).  

1.3.5 Finds of medieval pottery were recovered from a single pit at the site during the initial 
phase of evaluation (MNL 705). A scatter of medieval pottery has also been recorded 
on the fields c. 350m to the south-east (MNL 071).  

Post-medieval and modern 

1.3.6 The historic OS map series suggests that the shape of the site has changed relatively 
little since the late 19th century. The OS first edition maps of 1882 and 1885 depict a 
series of tracks and subdivision crossing the filed, which is likely to have been used as 
pasture. The field is marked as allotments on the 1902 OS map. Tracks are depicted on 
maps at the site until the 1990s. The only notable change is the realignment of the 
southern boundary in the early 1970s when the property to the south was built. The 
original line of the field boundary is still visible as a property boundary to the south. 

Previous work 

1.3.7 In 2013 the site was subject to a geophysical survey and preliminary trial trenching (1% 
sample) to support the outline planning application (Fig. 3); Orzechowski and 
Thompson 2013; Clarke 2013). The geophysical survey showed a series of positive 
linear and rectilinear anomalies of possible archaeological origin. A few of the linear 
features in the eastern half of the site were confirmed by the Phase 1 evaluation. 
Additionally, archaeological features were found that had been undetected by the 
geophysical survey. These comprised a series of ditches, furrows and pits. Many of the 
features were undated, although some of the furrows yielded 18th-early 20th century 
material, and one pit contained a small quantity of medieval pottery and animal bone. 
Peat and alluvial deposits were recorded in the northern area of the site. 

1.3.8 Hummock-and-hollow ground as well as some undated and medieval pits and post-
medieval boundaries with peat deposits have been recorded during other 
archaeological work in the area for example: MNL 700, MNL 675, MNL 483, MNL 579 
( Craven 2007, Grassam et al. 2005, Newman 2016, Bales 2004). 
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2 EVALUATION AIMS AND METHODOLOGY 
2.1 Aims 
2.1.1 The project aims and objectives were as follows: 

i. To determine or confirm the general nature, character, quality of preservation 
and extent of any remains present. 

ii. To determine or confirm the approximate date or date range of any remains, 
by means of artefactual or other evidence. 

iii. Provide sufficient coverage and exposure to evaluate the likely impact of past 
land uses, and the possible presence of masking deposits. 

iv. Provide sufficient information to construct an appropriate archaeological 
conservation/mitigation strategy, dealing with preservation, recording of 
archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and order of cost. 

v. Set results in the local, regional, and national archaeological context. 

2.2 Methodology 
2.2.1 A total of 21 trenches measuring 30 x 1.8m and one trench measuring 18 x 1.8m were 

excavated by a mechanical excavator to the upper interface of archaeological features 
or deposits. A toothless ditching bucket was used to excavate the trenches. All machine 
excavation was undertaken under supervision of a suitably qualified and experienced 
archaeologist. 

2.2.2 Topsoil, subsoil, and archaeological deposits were kept separate alongside trenches, 
to allow for sequential backfilling. 

2.2.3 All archaeological features and deposits were excavated by hand, in slots of at least 1m 
in width.  

2.2.4 Site survey was carried out using a survey-grade differential GPS (Leica CS10/GS08 or 
Leica 1200) fitted with "smartnet" technology with an accuracy of 5mm horizontal and 
10mm vertical. 

2.2.5 A register has been kept of all trenches, features, and photographs. All features, layers 
and deposits have been issued with unique context numbers. Each feature is 
individually documented on context sheets, and hand-drawn in section. Written 
descriptions are recorded on pro-forma sheets comprising factual data and 
interpretative elements. 

2.2.6 Site plans have been drawn at 1:50 and tied into the Ordnance Survey National Grid. 
Sections of features have been drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 and tied into Ordnance Datum. 
All site drawings include the following information: site code, scale, plan or section 
number, orientation, date and initials of the archaeologist who prepared the drawing. 

2.2.7 The photographic record comprises high resolution digital photographs including both 
general trench shots and specific features. Every feature has been photographed at 
least once. Photographs include a scale, north arrow, site code, and feature number 
(where relevant), listed in the photograph register. 
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2.2.8 Environmental bulk samples (20 litres) were collected on site, recorded on a separate 
register and processed by tank flotation using a modified Siraff-type equipment. The 
floating residues was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and 0.5mm sieve. 

2.2.9 The site archive is currently held by OAE and will be deposited with the appropriate 
county stores in due course. 
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3 RESULTS 
3.1 Introduction and presentation of results 
3.1.1 The results of the Phase 2 evaluation are presented below, and include a stratigraphic 

description of the trenches that contained archaeological remains (Fig. 4a-c). Trenches 
4 and 18 contained no archaeology and will not be discussed here. Full details of all 
trenches with dimensions and depths of all deposits can be found in Appendix A. Finds 
data and spot dates are tabulated in Appendix B. 

3.1.2 Trench 22 was added after consultation with Rachael Abrahams from SCCAS in order 
to establish the course of ditch 34 between Trenches 11 and 13 (Fig. 4b). 

3.1.3 No finds were retrieved from features unless stated otherwise. Any metal finds were 
from modern deposits were not retained. 

3.2 General soils and ground conditions 
3.2.1 The soil sequence between trenches was fairly uniform. The natural geology of sand 

was overlain by a mid yellowish brown sand subsoil (0.12-0.30m thick), which in turn 
was overlain by a mid greyish brown silty sand topsoil (0.20-0.40m thick). 

3.2.2 Ground conditions throughout the evaluation were generally good, and the trenches 
remained dry throughout. Archaeological features, where present, were easy to 
identify against the underlying natural geology. 

3.3 General distribution of archaeological deposits 
3.3.1 The trenches were evenly spread across the proposed development area positioned 

between the trenches from the Phase 1 evaluation (Orzechowski & Thompson 2013). 
Archaeological remains comprising pits and ditches broadly dating to post medieval to 
modern period were present in all trenches except Trenches 4 and 18. A selective 
sample of modern features dated by surface finds and regular shape was excavated. 

3.3.2 Shallow linear gullies were quite prominent in several trenches on an alignment 
consistent with current field boundaries. Likely the result of ploughing, gullies in the 
eastern half of the site were revealed on the geophysical survey (Fig.3; Clarke, 2013) 
and during the initial evaluation (Orzechowski & Thompson 2013). 

3.4 Trench 1 (Fig. 4a) 
3.4.1 Trench 1 contained four pits, a possible post hole and a ditch terminus close to the 

south-western end of the trench (Plate 1). 

3.4.2 Ditch 1 was linear in plan and aligned north-west to south-east, it terminated within 
the trench. It had gently sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 0.40m wide and 
0.10m deep. Its single fill was a light brownish grey silty sand (2). 

3.4.3 A small sub-circular feature (3) was observed in the middle of the trench, it may be a 
post hole although it seems to be too small to have held a post in soft sand so could 
be the result of vegetation roots. It was sub-circular in plan with gently sloping sides 
and a concave base and measured 0.36m in diameter and 0.08m in depth. It contained 
a light brownish grey silty sand (4). 
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3.4.4 Pits 5 and 7 were both sub-rectangular in plan and had vertical sides and flat bases. Pit 
5 was 0.78m long, 0.50m wide and 0.40m deep, and pit 7 was 0.95m long, 0.50m wide 
and 0.20m deep. They both had dark grey silty sand fills (6 and 8 respectively). Based 
on their regular shape and profile, the pits are likely to be modern in date. 

3.4.5 Pit 9 was sub-circular in plan with steep irregular sides and a concave base. It measured 
1.60m wide and 0.72m deep (Fig. 5 Section 5). Fill 10 was a mid greyish brown silty 
sand. One fragment of medieval pot (11th-14th century) was retrieved from its fill. Pit 
9 was truncated by pit 11 which was of a similar shape and size and contained two fills. 
Basal fill 12 was a mid brownish grey silty sand, 0.14m thick. Upper fill 13 was a mid 
brownish grey silty sand with lighter bands of sand measuring 0.56m thick. A single 
fragment of 12th-14th century pot was retrieved from fill 13. 

3.5 Trench 2 (Fig. 4a) 
3.5.1 A small gully (40) aligned south-west to north-east was located in the north-western 

end of Trench 2. It was linear in plan with gently sloping sides and a concave base, 
measuring 0.27m wide and 0.10m deep and contained a dark grey sand (39). 

3.6 Trench 3 (Fig. 4b) 
3.6.1 Trench 3 contained two rectangular pits that were considered modern due to their 

regular shape and similarity to other modern pits within the evaluation. The pits were 
not excavated.  

3.7 Trench 5 (Fig. 4c) 
3.7.1 A modern pit with late 20th century rubbish was in the south-eastern end of the trench 

and was not excavated. A nearby tree-throw (14) was irregular in plan with irregular 
sides and base measuring at least 1.9m wide and 0.2m deep. Its fill (15) was a dark 
greyish brown sand (15) and contained two animal bone fragments, a burnt stone and 
two modern iron objects. 

3.8 Trench 6 (Fig. 4c) 
3.8.1 In the middle of the trench, partly obscured by the baulk, was a pit and several very 

shallow plough scars that were not excavated. Pit 26 was sub-circular in plan 
measuring about 1m in width and 0.50m deep (Plate 2). It had steep irregular sides 
and an irregular, slightly concave base. The pit contained two fills. Basal fill 27 was a 
dark brownish grey sand, 0.20m thick, and produced two animal teeth and a late 
Bronze Age/early Iron Age pot fragment. Upper fill 28 was a light yellowish grey sand 
with bands of darker sand, 0.30m thick. An environmental sample was collected from 
the basal fill, but produced no remains. 

3.9 Trench 7 (Fig. 4c) 
3.9.1 Trench 7 contained two small rectangular pits along the southern side and a large 

amorphous pit along the northern side. The large pit contained modern surface finds 
of iron and plastic as well as recent animal bones so it was not excavated. The smaller 
rectangular pits were very regular, giving them a modern appearance. One of them 
was excavated to confirm their modern date.  
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3.9.2 Pit 61 was sub-rectangular in plan with vertical sides and a stepped base. It measured 
0.60m long, 0.40m wide and 0.17m deep. It contained a mid greyish brown sand (62). 

3.10 Trench 8 (Fig. 4c) 
3.10.1 Several tree throws and widespread rooting were observed in Trench 8 as well as a 

shallow gully and a modern rectangular pit. One tree throw and gully were excavated. 

3.10.2 Tree throw 40 was irregular in plan with steep sides and irregular base, measuring 
0.55-1.00m in width and 0.10-0.30m deep. Its fill (41) was a dark greyish brown sand. 

3.10.3 Gully 42 was aligned north-east to south-west and had steep sides and a flat base. It 
was 0.25m wide and 0.05m deep and contained one fill (43) which was a dark greyish 
brown sand (Plate 3). 

3.11 Trench 9 (Fig. 4b) 
3.11.1 A natural hollow filled with windblown layers of sand was observed in the north-

eastern corner of the trench. Similar hollows were excavated in Trenches 12, 20 and 
21. A shallow gully (24), located in the south-western corner of the trench, was aligned 
north-west to south-east. It had gently sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 
0.30m wide and 0.05m deep. Its fill (25) was a dark brown sand. 

3.12 Trench 10 (Fig. 4b) 
3.12.1 In the north-western corner of Trench 10 was tree-throw 29. It was irregular in plan 

and had an irregular base with gradually sloping sides. It was 0.80m wide and 0.30m 
deep but its full length was obscured by the baulk. It contained two fills. Basal fill 30 
was a dark grey silty sand, 0.30m thick. Its upper fill was a mid brownish grey silty sand 
(31), 0.20m thick. 

3.13 Trench 11 (Fig. 4b) 
3.13.1 Trench 11 contained four ditches (Plate 4): the most northern was ditch 16 on a north-

east to south-west alignment that terminated within the trench. Its terminus was 
rounded in plan with gently sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 0.50m wide 
and 0.13m deep. Its fill (17) was a dark reddish brown silty sand. 

3.13.2 Ditch 18 was linear in plan on an approximately east to west alignment. It had steep 
sides and a concave base, measuring 0.80m wide and 0.18m deep. It contained a mid 
reddish brown silty sand (19) with occasional small fragments of degraded wood from 
a modern stake and a fire cracked flint. The ditch was recorded as 107 in Trench 22 and 
as 34 in Trench 13. 

3.13.3 Ditch 20 on north-east to south-west alignment was linear in plan with steep sides and 
a concave base. It measured 0.70m wide and 0.26m deep. Its fill (21) was a light greyish 
brown silty sand. A very small fragment of 18th-20th century pot, a blade-like flint and 
an undiagnostic fragment of Ceramic Building Material (CBM) were retrieved from this 
fill. 

3.13.4 In the south-eastern end of the trench was ditch 22 aligned almost north to south. It 
was linear in plan with gently sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 0.80m wide 
and 0.14m deep. It contained a mid greyish brown silty sand (23). 
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3.14 Trench 12 (Fig. 4a) 
3.14.1 The trench contained a natural hollow depression (60) to the north-west (Plate 5, Fig. 

5 Section 27). A section through the hollow was recorded and the hollow had a test-
pit dug to establish the full depth of its deposits. The hollow had very gently sloping 
sides, a flat base and was at least 15.8m wide and 1.30m deep though the full extent 
was indeterminable within the trench. It contained five layers that were the result of 
gradual soil and peat accumulation sealed by windblown sands. Basal layer 83 was a 
light yellowish grey sand, 0.20m thick, followed by a dark grey sandy silt (84), 0.20m 
thick. This was overlain by a light greyish brown sand (85), 0.10m thick. A mid grey silty 
sand (86) accumulated above and was 0.27m thick. The uppermost layer 87 was mid 
brownish yellow sand, 0.40m thick. No dating evidence was retrieved from hollow 60. 

3.15 Trench 13 (Fig. 4b) 
3.15.1 A shallow gully 32 aligned north-west to south-east was in the north-eastern corner of 

Trench 13 (Plate 6). It was linear in plan with gradually sloping sides and a concave 
base, measuring 0.44m wide and 0.15m deep. It contained a dark brown silty sand 
(33). 

3.15.2 In the middle of the trench was a wider ditch (34) aligned approximately north-east to 
south-west (Plate 7, Fig. 5 Section 15). It was linear in plan and had gradually sloping 
sides and a concave base, 1.14m wide and 0.28m deep. Its sole fill was a mid reddish 
brown silty sand (35). Two animal bone fragments were retrieved from the fill, and an 
environmental sample was taken but produced no remains. The ditch was recorded as 
107 in Trench 22 and as 16 in Trench 11. 

3.15.3 To the south-west was the terminus of a south-east to north-west aligned ditch (36) 
recorded in other trenches. It terminated within the trench and was linear in plan with 
gently sloping sides and a concave base. It was 0.64m wide and 0.14m deep and 
contained a light greyish brown silty sand (37).   

3.16 Trench 14 (Fig. 4b) 
3.16.1 A hollow, at least 9.60m wide, was observed in north-west corner of Trench 14 (Plate 

8). It was levelled with a dark grey clayey sand 105 overlain by a light whitish grey layer 
of crushed chalk 104. The chalk layer 104 was about 0.15m thick while the full depth 
of layer 105 is unknown. Fragments of late 18th-20th century pot, modern glass and 
tile were retrieved from the upper layer, and post-medieval brick fragments were 
found in the lower layer. It is likely that this hollow was formed naturally (“hummock-
and-hollow”), and was levelled with imported material in modern times. 

3.17 Trench 15 (Fig. 4b) 
3.17.1 Two near parallel ditches aligned approximately north to south were found in the 

south-western end of the trench along with two intercutting pits. A linear modern 
feature was situated between the pits and ditches and was not excavated. In the north-
eastern end of the trench was a shallow natural hollow. 

3.17.2 Ditch 94 was linear in plan and had steep sides and a concave base, 0.40m wide and 
0.15m deep. Its single fill (95) was a light greyish brown sand. 
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3.17.3 Ditch 96 was linear in plan with gently sloping sides and a flat base, measuring 0.90m 
wide and 0.18m deep (Plate 9). It contained a mid brownish grey silty sand (97). 

3.17.4 Pit 98 was sub-circular in plan with steep sides and a concave base. It measured 
approximately 0.80m in diameter, 0.20m in depth and contained a dark grey silty sand 
(99). Two obviously modern iron nails were retrieved from its fill (discarded after 
identification). It was truncated by pit 100 which was sub-circular in plan. Pit 100 
measured 1.10m in diameter, 0.26m deep and also had steep sides and a concave base. 
It was filled with a dark brownish grey silty sand (101). 

3.18 Trench 16 (Fig. 4b) 
3.18.1 Three modern pits were located in the north-western half of the trench. Only two were 

excavated as the third one was filled with late 20th century rubbish including glass milk 
bottles, a red plastic toy truck and other glass and plastic fragments. 

3.18.2 Both excavated pits were sub-circular in plan though partially covered by the baulk. Pit 
56 had gradually sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 0.87m wide and 0.17m 
deep. Its fill (57) was a mid greyish brown sand and contained fragments of 18th-19th 
century pot and post-medieval brick. Pit 58 had steep sides with a concave base, 0.90m 
wide and 0.26m deep (Plate 10). It contained a mid greyish brown sand (59) from 
which two modern glass fragments retrieved. 

3.19 Trench 17 (Fig. 4c) 
3.19.1 Trench 17 had a shallow gully running along its length. It truncated ditch 52 and pit 54 

(Plate 11). The gully (44), aligned north-east to south-west, was linear in plan with 
steep sides and a flat base, 0.30m wide and 0.10m deep. It contained a mid greyish 
brown silty sand (45), and fragments of post-medieval/modern brick were retrieved 
from it. 

3.19.2 Ditch 52 was curvilinear in plan with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It was 
0.60m wide and 0.13m deep and contained a dark greyish brown silty sand (53). A soil 
sample was collected for environmental analysis but found no remains. 

3.19.3 Pit 54 was sub-rectangular in plan with vertical sides and a concave base, measuring 
1.2m long, 0.9m wide and 0.52m deep. Its fill 55 was a dark greyish brown silty sand. 
An iron horseshoe and a fragment of 19th century clay tobacco pipe were found in it. 

3.19.4 A group of pits was located in the north-eastern end of the trench. Pits 46 and 48 
situated next to each other were both sub-circular in plan with steep sides and a 
concave base. Pit 46 measured 0.9m in width and 0.19m in depth and contained a mid 
greyish brown silty sand (47). Pit 48 was 1m wide and 0.32m deep. It was filled with a 
mid greyish brown silty sand (49) and post-medieval clinker, CBM fragments and an 
animal rib were retrieved from it. 

3.19.5 Opposite them was pit 50, irregular in plan with steep sides and a concave base. It 
measured 0.6m wide and 0.22m deep and contained a light greyish brown silty sand 
(51). A small fragment of 19th century tobacco clay pipe was retrieved from this fill. 



  
 

Land East of Aspal Lane, Beck Row, Mildenhall, Suffolk    V.1 

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 10 12 October 2017 

 

3.20 Trench 19 (Fig. 4c) 
3.20.1 Two parallel regular gullies were observed in Trench 19 running on north-east to south-

west alignment. They were similar to other gullies (44, 42, 40) so were not excavated. 

3.20.2 Between the two gullies tree throw 102 was irregular in shape with irregular steep 
sides and a stepped base and contained a 19th-20th century pot fragment. It measured 
1.46m wide and 0.33m deep. Its single fill was a dark brown silty sand (103). 

3.21 Trench 20 (Fig. 4c) 
3.21.1 Trench 20 contained a north-east to south-west aligned ditch, four sub-rectangular pits 

65, 69, 71 and 73, and a natural hollow in the south-western end of the trench (Plate 
12). 

3.21.2 Ditch 63 was linear in plan with gradually sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 
1.03m wide and 0.21m deep. Its single fill 64 was a dark greyish brown silty sand and 
contained a fragment of animal bone. 

3.21.3 Pit 65 had steep, near vertical sides and a flat base, measuring 1.3m long, 0.75m wide 
and 0.44m deep (Plate 13, Fig. 5 Section 30). It contained three fills. The basal fill 66 
was a dark brown silty sand, 0.27m thick, and contained a late 18th-20th century 
fragment of pot. This was overlain by a light yellow sand (67), 0.18m thick. The 
uppermost fill (68) was a mid greyish brown silty sand, 0.24m thick. 

3.21.4 Pit 69 measured 1.40m long, 0.66m wide and 0.33m deep. It had steep sides, flat base 
and was filled with a mid greyish brown silty sand (70). 

3.21.5 Pit 71 had gently sloping sides and a concave base measuring 0.34m wide and 0.05m 
deep. Its full length was obscured by the baulk. Its fill was a mid greyish brown silty 
sand (72). 

3.21.6 Opposite pit 71 was pit 73, 0.88m long, 0.40m wide and 0.17m, deep with steep sides 
and a concave base. It was filled with a mid greyish brown silty sand (74). 

3.21.7 Natural depression 75 measured about 8.70m wide and 0.65m deep with gently 
sloping sides and a flat base. A section through the hollow was recorded and a test pit 
was excavated (Plate 14, Fig. 5 Section 34). Basal fill 76 was a mid brownish grey sand, 
0.22m thick, followed by a dark brownish grey sandy peat (77), 0.23m thick. This was 
sealed by a dark brownish grey sandy clay (78), 0.10m thick. The uppermost fill (79) 
was a light brownish orange sand, 0.25m thick. An animal tooth was retrieved from fill 
78. 

3.22 Trench 21 (Fig. 4c) 
3.22.1 A hollow (88) was recorded in the north-eastern end of the trench (Fig. 5 Section 35). 

It was at least 8.50m wide and 0.60m deep with gently sloping sides and a flat base. 
Basal fill 89 was a mid greyish brown silty sand, 0.26m thick. This was overlain by a 
dark greyish brown silty sand (90), 0.05m thick, followed by a light grey sand (91), 
0.06m thick. A light greyish yellow layer of sand (92), 0.09m thick, accumulated above 
layer 91. The uppermost layer (93) was a light greyish brown silty sand, 0.15m thick. It 
is likely that this feature was part of the natural “hummock-and-hollow” ground. 
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3.23 Trench 22 (Fig. 4b) 
3.23.1 Trench 22 was excavated after a consultation with Rachael Abrahams from SCCAS in 

order to establish whether ditches found in Trenches 11 and 13 were the same. It 
contained a plough scar and ditch 107, both were left unexcavated. Ditch 107, about 
1m wide, was the continuation of ditch 34 in Trench 13 and 16 in Trench 11. Its fill 108 
was mid reddish brown sand. 

3.24 Finds summary 
3.24.1 A small assemblage of pottery was recovered from a variety of features in five trenches 

(Appendix B). A single sherd of Late Bronze Age-Early Iron Age pottery, recovered from 
pit 26, suggests prehistoric activity in the vicinity. The medieval pottery from Trench 1 
suggests low levels of medieval rubbish deposition or manuring, which is to be 
expected close to a medieval settlement. Fragments of late 18th-20th century pottery 
may have become incorporated into the features as rubbish deposition. 

3.24.2 A small assemblage of Ceramic Building Material (13 fragments, 646g) dates to the 
later post-medieval and early modern periods. The assemblage is extremely 
fragmentary and somewhat abraded so is likely background noise in the modern use 
of the agricultural landscape. 

3.24.3 The fragments of clay tobacco pipe recovered from Trench 17 represent what is most 
likely casually discarded pipes. The pipe fragments do little other than to indicate the 
consumption of tobacco on or near the site. Two fragments of clinker, possibly from a 
steam powered ploughing engine, traction engine or domestic hearth, were recovered 
from pit 48 in Trench 17. These finds, though not closely datable are likely to be 19th 
century, when considered in relation to the date of the other ceramic material 
recovered from the site.  

3.24.4 A small assemblage of glass was recovered from Trenches 14 and 16. It is relatively 
modern and although not closely datable, clay tobacco pipe fragments and 18th-19th 
century pottery were recovered from other features in Trench 16. 

3.24.5 Two worked flints were recovered from the site: a heavily burnt undiagnostic flake 
from ditch 20 and a secondary Mesolithic/early Neolithic blade-like flake from ditch 18 
in Trench 11. 

3.24.6 A small assemblage of animal bone (297g) was collected during the evaluation. All 
species represented are typical domestic mammals used in the post-medieval period. 

3.24.7 Five soil samples (20l each) were collected from features for environmental analysis 
(Appendix C). None of the samples contain any plant remains that have been 
preserved by carbonisation or waterlogging other than occasional fragments of wood 
charcoal. The lack of plant remains suggests that human occupation of this site is 
unlikely. 
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4 DISCUSSION 
4.1 Reliability of field investigation 
4.1.1 Archaeological features, distinguished by their mid brown colour, were clearly visible 

within the trial trenches. The topsoil and subsoil were easily distinguished from the 
natural horizon, and weather conditions for excavation and recording were good. All 
features exposed by the trenching were investigated except modern ones where a 
representative sample has been excavated. The results are considered to have a good 
level of reliability. 

4.2 Evaluation objectives and results 
4.2.1 The aim of this investigation was to establish the character, date and state of 

preservation of any archaeological remains present within the proposed development 
area, as described in the WSI (Brudenell 2017), and to clarify the results of Phase 1 
evaluation (Orzechowski & Thompson 2013).  

4.2.2 The evaluation exposed a selection of archaeological features: a few parallel linear 
features were initially identified by the geophysical survey. These gullies were located 
in the eastern end of the study area in Trenches 17 and 19 and were interpreted as 
modern agricultural marks (Clarke 2013, Fig. 3 & 4c). 

4.3 Interpretation 
4.3.1 Shallow regular gullies present in Trenches 2, 8, 9, 13, 17, 19 and 20 were all aligned 

north-east to south-west or north-west to south-east running parallel with or 
perpendicular to the existing field boundaries and Aspal Lane (Fig. 4a-c). They were on 
the same alignment as the ditches in Trenches 1, 5, 6 and 8 of the Phase 1 evaluation 
(Orzechowski & Thompson 2013). These features are likely to be of agricultural origin: 
the result of deep ploughing, drains or small field boundaries. Similar ditches were 
observed in the field prior to trench excavation. Previous editions of OS maps also 
show sub-divisions of the field into smaller plots with boundaries parallel with or 
perpendicular to the existing ones. The 1881 and 1885 OS maps show several 
boundaries within the field, and on the 1902 OS map the field is divided into 
allotments. The few finds found in the gullies from both evaluations and dated to the 
late 18th-20th century are the results of rubbish deposition outside the extent of a 
settlement. 

4.3.2 In the south corner of the site are linear features on a different orientation to the 
current field boundaries and Aspal Lane. In Trench 13 ditch 34 runs on a north-north-
east to south-south-west alignment and continues as ditch 107 in Trench 22 
terminating as 16 in Trench 11 (Fig. 4b). Ditches 20, 22, 96 and 100 and those in Trench 
8 of Phase 1 evaluation are on a similar alignment to ditch 34 while ditch 18 in Trench 
11 is perpendicular. Most of the ditches are quite small and shallow, small boundaries 
or agricultural marks, furrows or drains, except for ditch 34 which seems to be a more 
substantial field boundary. Ditches 18 and 20 might form a corner of a plot: the ditches 
have quite similar profiles and fills. These ditches align with a trackway running 
through the west half of the field on old OS maps. They lack dating material but are 
likely to form earlier, possibly Pre-Enclosure, plot boundaries. The Enclosure Act of 
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1812 would have formalised the irregular piecemeal fields into more regular plots of 
land.  

4.3.3 Curving ditch 52 in Trench 17 is truncated by 19th-20th century gully 44 (Fig. 4c) but 
probably dates to a similar period. The shallow depth of the ditch and its curve suggest 
that it could be a hayrick or other agricultural feature. 

4.3.4 Some excavated pits are probably tree throws and rooting due to their irregular shape 
such as features 29, 102, 40. Several features have been identified as very modern in 
date due to their regular rectangular shapes such as 5, 7, 61, 71, 73, while other sub-
circular and sub-rectangular pits could be planting beds or sand extraction pits, for 
example features 69, 65, 100, 98, 44-58.  

4.3.5 Finally, pits 26, 9 and 11 are deeper and wider than other features on site. Pit 26 may 
be prehistoric in date, as it yielded a single sherd of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age 
pottery, whilst the others date to the medieval period (11th-14th century). A pit of 
similar date was revealed in Trench 8 during Phase 1 evaluation (Orzechowski & 
Thompson 2013). These pits were also probably the result of sand extraction in the 
earlier period. Despite proximity to the medieval core of Beck Row and Aspal Manor, 
the lack of finds shows them to be on the outskirts of a settlement. 

4.3.6 A number of natural hollows were observed during both evaluations are visible as 
darker areas on the 2005 aerial photograph (GoogleEarth). The hollows 60, 75, 88, are 
likely to be examples of “hummock-and-hollow” ground, filled with layers of 
windblown sand, silt and peat deposits forming during wetter periods, are a very 
characteristic feature of this area. The “Hummocky ground” or “hummock-and-
hollow” are a late-Pleistocene feature probably formed as a result of freezing and 
thawing of groundwater and often filled with Nordelph Peat which began formation 
over a large area of Fenland at about 4000 BP (Gallois 1988, p.72, 77). This micro-relief 
is likely to form during peri-glacial conditions on chalk or sand beds such as the Grey 
Chalk bedrock of the Beck Row area (BGS; Worssam and Taylor 1969, p.100). Similar 
hollows with traces of peat formation were identified in other archaeological 
investigations adjacent to Aspal Lane (Craven 2007, Grassam et al. 2005, Newman 
2016, Bales 2004). 

4.3.7 Along the edge of Aspal Lane, Trench 14 exposed another natural hollow that was 
backfilled with dark soil deposit 105 and topped with crushed compacted chalk layer 
104 to create a stable foundation for a shed or some other small farm building (Fig. 
4b). There is no evidence of a building on any of the old map or aerial photographs 
except the 1945 photograph (Google Earth) which shows a darker shade in the vicinity 
of the hollow that could have been a small building, however the poor quality of the 
photograph does not allow for a definite answer. The finds from both deposits show 
that they were formed during late 18th-20th century. 

4.4 Significance 
4.4.1 Several post-medieval and modern features, pits and ditches, of mostly agricultural 

use have been found during this evaluation. Some sand extraction pits might be of an 
earlier, medieval period, and one pit may be of prehistoric date. The landscape can be 
characterised as ‘hummock-and-hollow’ ground with thin layers of peat formed within 
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some of the more substantial hollows. The archaeology found during both evaluations 
shows that the site was in proximity to human occupation but remained a marginal 
area used for agriculture for most of the time. 

4.4.2 Poor environmental preservation and lack of finds confirm the low archaeological 
potential of the study area. Given the low significance of these finds it is not 
recommended that they are retained and deposited as part of the project archive. 
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APPENDIX A TRENCH DESCRIPTIONS AND CONTEXT INVENTORY 
 

Trench 1 
General description Orientation SW-NE 
Trench contained two circular and two rectangular pits, a possible 
post hole and a ditch terminus. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.42 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.26 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.14 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
1 Cut 0.40 0.10 Ditch terminus - - 
2 Fill 0.40 0.10 Disuse fill of ditch - - 
3 Cut 0.36 0.08 A small post hole - - 
4 Fill 0.36 0.08 Disuse fill of post hole - - 
5 Cut 0.50 0.40 A modern rectangular pit - - 
6 Fill 0.50 0.40 Disuse fill of pit - - 
7 Cut 0.50 0.20 A modern rectangular pit - - 
8 Fill 0.50 0.20 Disuse fill of pit - - 
9 Cut 1.60 0.50 A quarry pit - 11-14 C 
10 Fill 1.60 0.50 Disuse fill of quarry Pot fragment 11-14 C 
11 Cut 1.70 0.72 A quarry pit  - L12-14 C 
12 Fill - 0.16 Slump in pit - L12-14 C 
13 Fill - 0.56 Disuse fill of pit Pot fragment L12-14 C 

 
Trench 2 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a shallow gully, likely result of ploughing. 
Consists of topsoil and subsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.47 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.25 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.20 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
38 Cut 0.27 0.10 Shallow gully - - 
39 Fill 0.27 0.10 Disuse fill of gully - - 

 
Trench 3 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained two modern rectangular pits that were not 
excavated. Consists of topsoil and subsoil overlying natural geology 
of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.40 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.30 Topsoil -  - 
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80 Layer  - 0.10 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 

 
Trench 4 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench devoid of archaeology. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.42 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.16 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.36 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 

 
Trench 5 
General description Orientation SE-NW 
Trench contained a modern rubbish pit (unexcavated) and a tree 
throw. Consists of topsoil and subsoil overlying natural geology of 
sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.32 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.12 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
14 Cut 1.9 0.2 Natural tree throw -  modern 
15 Fill 1.9 0.2 Fill of tree throw Animal bone, Fe 

fragments, burnt 
stone 

modern 

 
Trench 6 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a pit and several plough scars (left unexcavated). 
Consists of topsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.40 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.30 Topsoil - - 
82 Layer - 0.06 Windblown sand in hollow - - 
106 Layer - - Natural - - 
26 Cut 1 0.50 Pit/quarry - late BA/ 

early IA 
27 Fill - 0.20 Disuse/slump Animal tooth, pot late BA/ 

early IA 
28 Fill - 0.30 Disuse/slump - late BA/ 

early IA 
 

Trench 7 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
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Trench contained two small modern rectangular pits (only one 
excavated) and a large amorphous modern pit with animal remains 
(unexcavated). Consists of topsoil overlying natural geology of silty 
sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.30 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil - - 
82 Layer - 0.14 Windblown sand in hollow - - 
61 Cut 0.40 0.17 A square modern pit - - 
61 Fill 0.40 0.17 Disuse fill - - 

 
Trench 8 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a shallow gully, a modern rectangular pit 
(unexcavated) and several tree throws (only one excavated). 
Consists of topsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.40 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.40 Topsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
40 Cut 0.55 0.30 Tree throw - - 
41 Fill 0.55 0.30 Disuse fill of tree throw - - 
42 Cut 0.25 0.05 Shallow gully - - 
43 Fill 0.25 0.05 Disuse fill of gully - - 

 
Trench 9 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained a shallow gully. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.50 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.35 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.15 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
24 Cut 0.30 0.05 Shallow gully - - 
25 Fill 0.30 0.05 Disuse fill - - 

 
Trench 10 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a tree throw. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.34 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.24 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.10 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
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29 Cut 0.80 0.30 Tree throw - - 
30 Fill - 0.30 Slump in tree throw - - 
31 Fill - 0.20 Disuse fill of tree throw - - 

 
Trench 11 
General description Orientation N-S 
Trench contained four ditches. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.52 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.32 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
16 Cut 0.50 0.13 Ditch terminus - - 
17 Fill 0.50 0.13 Disuse fill - - 
18 Cut 0.80 0.25 Ditch - Modern 
19 Fill 0.80 0.25 Disuse fill Wood fragments, 

flint 
Modern 

20 Cut 0.70 0.26 Ditch - 18-20 C 
21 Fill 0.70 0.26 Disuse fill Pot fragm., CBM, 

flint 
18-20 C 

22 Cut 0.80 0.14 Ditch - - 
23 Fill 0.80 0.14 Disuse fill - - 

 
Trench 12 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a natural hollow filled overtime with layers of 
windblown sand and soil. Consists of topsoil and subsoil overlying 
natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.45 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.35 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.10 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
60 Cut - 1.30 Natural hollow - - 
83 Fill - 0.20 Fill of natural hollow - - 
84 Fill - 0.20 Fill of natural hollow - - 
85 Fill - 0.10 Fill of natural hollow - - 
86 Fill - 0.22 Fill of natural hollow - - 
87 Fill - 0.40 Fill of natural hollow - - 

 
Trench 13 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained three ditches. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.40 
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Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.20 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
32 Cut 0.44 0.15 Ditch terminus - - 
33 Fill 0.44 0.15 Disuse fill - - 
34 Cut 1.14 0.28 Ditch - Modern 
35 Fill 1.14 0.28 Disuse fill Wood fragments Modern 
36 Cut 0.64 0.14 Ditch terminus - - 
37 Fill 0.64 0.14 Disuse fill - - 

 
Trench 14 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a chalk levelling surface. Consists of topsoil and 
subsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.60 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.45 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.15 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
104 Layer - - Upper layer of chalk Glass, metal, pot, 

CBM 
L18-20 C 

105 Layer - 0.15 Lower layer of dark soil CBM fragments Post-
med/mod 

 
Trench 15 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained two ditches, two pits, a modern liner feature 
(unexcavated) and a natural hollow. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.46 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.24 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.10 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
94 Cut 0.40 0.15 Ditch - - 
95 Fill 0.40 0.15 Disuse fill - - 
96 Cut 0.90 0.18 Ditch - - 
97 Fill 0.90 0.18 Disuse fill Animal tooth - 
98 Cut 0.80 0.20 Pit - modern 
99 Fill 0.80 0.20 Disuse fill Two nails modern 
100 Cut 1.10 0.26 Pit, cuts pit 98 - modern 
101 Fill 1.10 0.26 Disuse fill - modern 

 
Trench 16 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
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Trench contained three modern pits (two were excavated). 
Consists of topsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.30 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.30 Topsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
56 Cut 0.87 0.17 Pit - 18-19 C 
57 Fill 0.87 0.17 Disuse fill CBM, nails and 

pot fragments 
18-19 C 

58 Cut 0.90 0.26 Pit - Modern 
59 Fill 0.90 0.26 Disuse Glass Modern 

 
Trench 17 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained four pits and two ditches. Consists of topsoil and 
subsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.42 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.16 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.26 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
44 Cut 0.30 0.10 Shallow straight gully - Post-

med/mod 
45 Fill 0.30 0.10 Disuse fill CBM fragments Post-

med/mod 
46 Cut 0.90 0.19 Pit - - 
47 Fill 0.90 0.19 Disuse fill - - 
48 Cut 1 0.32 Pit - 19 C 
49 Fill 1 0.32 Disuse fill Animal rib, 

clinker, CBM 
19 C 

50 Cut 0.60 0.22 Pit/ditch terminus?  19 C 
51 Fill 0.60 0.22 Disuse fill Clay pipe fragm. 19 C 
52 Cut 0.60 0.13 Curving shallow ditch - - 
53 Fill 0.60 0.13 Disuse fill - - 
54 Cut 1.20 0.52 Pit - 19 C 
55 Fill 1.20 0.52 Disuse fill Horse shoe, clay 

pipe fragment 
19 C 

 
Trench 18 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench devoid of archaeology. Consists of topsoil overlying natural 
geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.50 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.50 Topsoil - - 
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106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
 

Trench 19 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench two parallel shallow gullies (unexcavated) and a tree throw. 
Consists of topsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.45 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.45 Topsoil -  - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
102 Cut 1.46 0.33 Tree throw - 19-20 C 
103 Fill 1.46 0.33 Fill of tree throw Pottery fragment 19-20 C 

 
Trench 20 
General description Orientation NE-SW 
Trench contained four modern pits, a ditch and a natural hollow. 
Consists of topsoil and subsoil overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.58 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.30 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.28 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
63 Cut 1.03 0.21 Ditch - - 
64 Fill 1.03 0.21 Disuse fill - - 
65 Cut 0.75 0.44 Pit/ plant bed - L18-20 C 
66 Fill - 0.27 Basal fill Pot fragment L18-20 C 
67 Fill - 0.18 Slump - L18-20 C 
68 Fill - 0.24 Disuse fill - L18-20 C 
69 Cut 0.66 0.33 Pit/plant bed - - 
70 Fill 0.66 0.33 Disuse fill - - 
71 Cut 0.34 0.05 Pit/plant bed - - 
72 Fill 0.34 0.05 Disuse fill - - 
73 Cut 0.40 0.17 Pit/plant bed - - 
74 Fill 0.40 0.17 Disuse fill - - 
75 Cut 8.70 0.65 Natural hollow - - 
76 Fill - 0.22 Windblown sand - - 
77 Fill - 0.23 Peat deposit - - 
78 Fill - 0.10 Sealing layer Animal bone - 
79 Fill - 0.25 Windblown sand - - 

 
Trench 21 
General description Orientation SW-NE 
Trench contained a natural hollow. Consists of topsoil and subsoil 
overlying natural geology of sand. 

Length (m) 30 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.49 
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Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.15 Topsoil -  - 
80 Layer  - 0.15 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  -  - 
88 Cut 8.50 0.60 Natural hollow - - 
89 Fill - 0.26 Sandy deposit - - 
90 Fill - 0.05 Peat deposit - - 
91 Fill - 0.06 Windblown sand - - 
92 Fill - 0.09 Soil formation layer - - 
93 Fill - 0.15 Windblown sand - - 

 
Trench 22 
General description Orientation NW-SE 
Trench contained a plough scar and a ditch. Consists of topsoil and 
subsoil overlying natural geology of silty sand. 

Length (m) 18 
Width (m) 1.8 
Avg. depth (m) 0.40 

Context 
No. 

Type Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Description Finds Date 

81 Layer - 0.15 Topsoil - - 
80 Layer  - 0.15 Subsoil - - 
106 Layer - - Natural  - - 
107 Cut 1 - Ditch - - 
108 Fill 1 - Disuse fill - - 
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APPENDIX B FINDS REPORTS 
B.1 Glass 

By Carole Fletcher.  

B.1.1 A small assemblage of glass was recovered from Trenches 14 and 16. Layer 104 in 
Trench 14 produced a single shard of clear class with a slight blue-green cast (0.003kg) 
from the shoulder of a vessel, most likely a small cylindrical bottle. The glass is in good 
condition and was found alongside 19th century Refined White Earthenware pottery 
and is likely of similar date.  

B.1.2 In Trench 16, pit 58 produced two shards of clear colourless glass, an undiagnostic 
body shard (0.001kg) and a partial base (0.033kg) from a cylindrical vessel, a bottle or 
jar. There are no identifying features on the glass, which is in good condition apart 
from some slight wear on the base. The glass is relatively modern and although not 
closely datable, clay tobacco pipe fragments and 18th-19th century pottery were 
recovered from other features in the trench, suggesting a similar date for the bottle 
base. 

B.2 Pottery 

By Carole Fletcher.  

Assemblage 

B.2.1 A small assemblage of pottery was recovered from a variety of features across seven 
trenches. The earliest pottery recovered, a simple rounded rim from a Late Bronze 
Age-Early Iron Age vessel, was the only pottery from pit 26 in Trench 6. Medieval 
pottery was only recovered from two features in Trench 1. Pit 9 produced a single 
moderately abraded, externally sooted sherd of Early Medieval ware or Medieval 
coarseware and from pit 11, which truncated pit 9, a thumbed base angle from a 
medieval coarseware jug was recovered.  

B.2.2 In Trench 11, ditch 20 produced a small abraded sherd of 18th-20th century Transfer-
Printed Earthenware, which cannot be considered reliable dating. In Trench 14, layer 
104 produced moderately abraded 18th-20th century pottery, including Refined White 
Earthenware sherds. A rim sherd from a 18th-19th century Late Slipped Redware bowl 
and a possible horticultural vessel sherd were recovered from pit 56, in Trench 17. 
Other features in the trench produced clay tobacco pipe stem fragments and vessel 
glass.  

B.2.3 A sherd from a sprigged Bone China 19th-early 20th century tea cup was recovered 
from tree throw 102 in Trench 19; no other finds were recovered. Of four pits 
excavated in Trench 20, only pit 65 produced pottery, a single undiagnostic body sherd 
from a Refined White Earthenware vessel. 
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Discussion 

B.2.4 The single sherd of Late Bronze Age-Early Iron Age pottery recovered from a sample 
taken from pit 26, suggests prehistoric activity in the vicinity of the site. Although the 
single sherd is not reliable dating, the relatively unabraded nature of the sherd 
indicates it has undergone little reworking. The medieval pottery recovered from 
Trench 1 suggests low levels of medieval rubbish deposition or manuring, which is to 
be expected close to a medieval settlement. The pottery may relate to the medieval 
moated site of Aspal Hall, which is located c. 150m south-west of the site (MNL 083).  

B.2.5 Medieval pottery deposition does appear to be restricted to Trench 1, with the 
features in the remaining trenches producing 18th-19th century pottery, glass and clay 
tobacco pipe. The presence of this material is also likely to be due to low levels of 
rubbish deposition and reworking of deposits. The fragments of 18th-19th and 19th 
century pottery may also have become incorporated into the features as rubbish 
deposition, or as hardcore that has subsequently been redeposited.  

B.2.6 If no further work is undertaken, the following table acts as a full record. 

B.2.7 Pottery Catalogue 
Trench Context  Cut Form, Fabric and Description MNV No. of 

Sherds 
Weight 
(kg) 

Ceramic 
Date 

1 10 9 (EMW/MCW) Early Medieval 
ware/Medieval coarseware moderately 
abraded, externally sooted body sherd  

1 1 0.003 11th-12th or 
13th-end 
14th century 

 13 11 (MCW) Medieval coarseware (dark buff 
sandy fabric), moderately abraded jug base 
angle, with pulled/thumbing around the 
base 

1 1 0.015 Late 12th-
14th century 

6 27 
<sample3> 

26 Unabraded, simple rounded rim, reduced, 
fine quartz and flint-tempered fabric 

1 1 0.004 Late Bronze 
Age-Early 
Iron Age 

11 21 20 (TPE) Transfer-Printed Earthenware, 
abraded body sherd   

1 1 0.001 18th-20th 
century 

14 104  (REFW) Glazed Refined White Earthenware 
base sherd from a flatware vessel, 
moderately abraded 

1 1 0.009 Late 18th-
20th century 

   (REFW) Glazed Refined White Earthenware 
cut sponge decoration, body sherd, 
moderately abraded 

1 1 0.002 Late 18th-
20th century 

   (ESW) English Stoneware (white) rim sherd, 
possibly from an ink bottle  

1 1 0.006 19th century 

16 57 56 (LSRW) Late Slipped Redware, moderately 
abraded simple rounded rim sherd from a 
bowl, internal off-white slip and glaze 

1 1 0.030 18th-19th 
century 

   (LPME) Late Post Medieval Earthenware 
(plant pots etc.) Externally thickened and 
bevelled rim sherd ?plant pot  

1 1 0.037 18th-19th 
century 

19 103 102 (BCHIN) Bone China, partial base and wall, 
with partial handle scar, moulded, sprigged 
decorated tea cup 

1 1 0.031 19th-20th 
century 

20 66 65 (REFW) Glazed Refined White Earthenware 
body sherd, moderately abraded 

1 1 0.011 Late 18th-
20th century 

Total     11 11    0.149  
Table 1: Pottery (MNV=minimum number of vessels) 
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B.3 Clay Tobacco Pipes 

By Carole Fletcher.  

B.3.1 Two fragments of white ball clay tobacco pipe stem were recovered from the fills of 
pits 50 and 54 in Trench 17. Each stem weighs 1.6g and is 32mm long, circular in profile 
and neatly finished, with trimmed mould seams. The main difference between the two 
stems is that the example from pit 50 is blackened and burnt, most likely from having 
been placed in a fire to clean the tar from the bore.  

B.3.2 The fragments of clay tobacco pipe recovered represent what is most likely casually 
discarded pipes. The pipe fragments do little other than to indicate the consumption 
of tobacco on or near the site, most likely in the 19th century, when considered in 
relation to the date of the other ceramic material recovered from the site.   

B.4 Flint 

By Lawrence Bil l ington  

B.4.1 Two worked flints were recovered from the site, a heavily burnt secondary flake from 
fill 21 and a secondary blade-like flake from fill 19, both from ditches in Trench 11. 
Whilst the burnt flake from 21 is not chronologically diagnostic, the blade-like flake 
from 19 is clearly the product of a systematic core reduction strategy and is likely to 
relate to Mesolithic or (perhaps more likely) Early Neolithic activity and bears edge 
damage along one edge consistent with utilisation as a cutting tool. The blade-like 
flake also displays a distinctive red/brown surface colour of a kind found on many lithic 
artefacts recovered from this part of the eastern Fen edge, such as assemblages and 
collections from Burnt Fen and Wilde Street/Beck Row (e.g. Roberts and Barton 2001, 
235-6). 

B.5 Ceramic Building Material 

By Ted Levermore  

Introduction 

B.5.1 Archaeological works produced a small assemblage of Ceramic Building Material 
(CBM); 13 fragments (646g). The assemblage dates to the later post-medieval and 
early modern periods, it is also fragmentary and abraded. This report will provide a 
summary of the assemblage and is characteristics. 

Methodology 

B.5.2 The assemblage was quantified by context, fabric and form and counted and weighed 
to the nearest whole gram. Fabrics were examined using a x20 hand lens and were 
described by main inclusions present. Width, length and thickness were recorded 
where possible. Woodforde (1976) and McComish (2015) form the basis of reference 
material for identification and dating.  

B.5.3 The quantified data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held 
with the site archive. A summary of the catalogue can be found in Table 3. 
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Fabrics  

B.5.4 The CBM assemblage was assigned to five fabrics, these are summarised below. 
Fabrics A and A1 were very similar in look and feel and were generally similar to post-
medieval Burwell yellow bricks and the later London yellow bricks. These fabrics and 
the white-firing clay of Fabric B are likely to be similar to those recovered from 
archaeological sites in the vicinity (Craven, 2007). Fabric C is common to the post-
medieval and early modern periods, the largely untampered sandy orange fabric is 
popular from the late 17th century onwards. Fabric D was a very soft marly fabric with 
very common oolitic inclusions; it is very likely to be a local fabric using a secondary 
clay source. 

 

Code Colour Matrix Fine inclusions Coarse inclusions Moulding 
sand Comments 

A Yellow with reddish-
brown swirling 

Fine 
Silt 

Common rounded 
voids, occ. Rounded 

quartz, rare calc. 
pellets 

common rounded 
?slag, rare 

?Marl/?limestone 
chunks 

Fine Poorly mixed; 
variegated 

A1 Yellow with reddish-
brown swirling 

Fine 
Silt 

Common rounded 
voids 

 Coarse Poorly mixed; 
variegated 

B White-Yellow Fine 
Sand 

Common rounded 
voids 

Occ. Angular 
?Marl/?limestone 
and ?clay/?grog 

pellets 

Coarse Dense 

C Orange-Brown Sandy 
common rounded 
quartz, clay pellets 
and rounded voids 

occ. Clay pellets Fine  

D Light Purplish-Brown Marly 
Silt 

Common oolitic 
pellets and rounded 

voids 

Common oolitic 
pellets, occ. 

Rounded voids and 
clay pellets 

No visible Very soft 
texture 

Table 2: CBM fabrics 

Assemblage 

B.5.5 The assemblage consists largely of brick fragments with a smaller number of tile 
fragments and two undiagnostic pieces of CBM. The assemblage was found in features 
within Trenches 11, 14, 16 and 17. Below is a summary of the CBM catalogue. 
 

Trench Context Cut Feature Form Date Fabric Count W (g) Comment 

11 21 20 Ditch Undiag ? ? 1 3  

14 104 - Layer Tile Pmed-
Mod C 1 11 Fragment of a 1/2" tile 

14 105 - Layer Brick Pmed A1 1 78 
Fragments of a stretcher face from a 3 
3/4" brick. Broken along internal folds 
in the clay. 

14 105 - Layer Brick Pmed B 1 109 
Fragment of a strecther face from a 2" 
thick brick. Broken along an internal 
fold in the clay. 
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Trench Context Cut Feature Form Date Fabric Count W (g) Comment 

14 105 - Layer Mortar ? Lime 1 16 Fragment of porous lime mortar 
collected with brick from this context 

16 57 56 Pit Brick Pmed A 1 66 
Fragment of a strecther face from a 2" 
thick brick. Broken along an internal 
fold in the clay. 

17 45 44 Gully Tile Pmed A1 4 19 Four small fragments of a thin (1/2") 
tile. Has blackened/sooted surfaces 

17 45 44 Gully Brick Pmed-
Mod C 1 44 

Corner fragment of a late brick (likely 
pmed to modern/ 18th century) in a 
dark reddish-brown fabric. Small 
adhesion of lime mortar on one face 

17 45 44 Gully Brick ? D 1 297 

Large fragment of a heavily abraded 
brick, made in a soft silty fabric. Poss. 
Remains of one face, but mostly 
amorphous in shape. 

17 49 48 Pit Undiag ? ?C 1 3 Face fragment from a brick or tile 

Table 3: Summary CBM catalogue 

Discussion  

B.5.6 The archaeological conclusions that can be drawn from this assemblage are extremely 
limited. As the assemblage is extremely fragmentary and somewhat abraded it is likely 
that these fragments relate to the modern use of the agricultural landscape. As such 
they represent little more than background noise.  

Recommendations  

B.5.7 The assemblage has been fully recorded and described. The report should be 
incorporated into the archive report and updated, where necessary.  

B.5.8 There are no fragments that require illustration or photography. All fragments should 
be considered for deselection. 

B.6 Miscellaneous 

By Carole Fletcher.  

B.6.1 Two fragments of clinker, possibly from a steam powered ploughing engine, traction 
engine or domestic hearth, were recovered from pit 48 in Trench 17. The clinker is not 
closely datable, however it is likely to be 19th century, when considered in relation to 
the date of the other ceramic material recovered from the site.   
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APPENDIX C ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS 
C.1 Environmental Samples 

By Rachel Fosberry  

Introduction 

C.1.1 Five bulk samples were taken from features within the evaluated area Aspal Lane, Beck 
Row, Mildenhall, Suffolk in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains 
and their potential to provide useful data as part of further archaeological 
investigations.  Samples were taken from features encountered within trenches 6, 11, 
13, 17 and 20 from deposits that are thought to post-medieval or modern in date. 

Methodology 

C.1.2 The total volume (up to 18L) of each of the samples was processed by tank flotation 
using modified Siraff-type equipment for the recovery of preserved plant remains, 
dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The floating 
component (flot) of the samples was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue 
was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and a 0.5mm sieve. 

C.1.3 The dried flots were scanned using a binocular microscope at magnifications up to x 
60 and an abbreviated list of the recorded remains are presented in Table 4. 

Quantif ication 

C.1.4 For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds have been scanned and 
recorded qualitatively according to the following categories: 

# = 1-5, ## = 6-25, ### = 26-100, #### = 100+ specimens 

C.1.5 Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal and molluscs have been scored 
for abundance 

+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant 

Results  

C.1.6 None of the samples contain any plant remains that have been preserved by 
carbonisation or waterlogging other than occasional fragments of wood charcoal. 
Untransformed seeds and rootlets are frequent and are considered to be modern 
contaminants. Molluscs are present and include the blind snail (Cecilioides acicula) 
which is a burrowing snail that is intrusive.  

C.1.7 A single pot sherd was recovered from the residue of Sample 3 and may be useful for 
dating the fill (27) of pit 26. Occasional fragments of animal bone (mainly teeth) were 
also retrieved. 
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Sample 
No. 

Context 
No. 

Feature 
No. 

Feature 
Type 

Area/trench 
No. 

Volume 
processed 

(L) 

Flot 
Volume 

(ml) 
Charcoal Pottery 

Small 
mammal 

bones 

Large 
mammal 

bones 

1 64 63 Ditch 20 18 100 + 0 # # 
2 53 52 Ditch 17 17 90 + 0 0 # 
3 27 26 Pit 6 18 40 + # 0 # 
4 35 34 Ditch 13 17 10 + 0 0 0 
5 19 18 Ditch 11 18 100 + 0 0 0 

Table 4: Environmental samples 

Discussion 

C.1.8 The lack of preservation of plant remains suggest that human occupation of this site is 
unlikely. If further excavation is planned for this area, it is recommended that 
environmental sampling is carried out in accordance with Historic England guidelines 
(2011). 

C.2 Animal Bone 

By Zoe Ui Choileain  

Introduction 

C.2.1 Seven specimens of animal bone weighing 297g were collected during the evaluation 
at XSFALB17.  All bone was post-medieval in date. 

Methodology  

C.2.2 Identification of the assemblage was undertaken with the aid of Schmid (1972) and 
the OAE reference collection. Preservation condition was evaluated using the 0-5 scale 
devised by Brickley and McKinley (2004 14-15). 

Results  

C.2.3 The average surface condition was recorded as 2-3 on the McKinley Scale (Ibid) where 
erosion masks a large part of the bone surface. Fragmentation of all bone was high. 
Equid, Cattle and medium mammal remains were present. A single rabbit phalanx was 
identified from context (64). Bar a single cattle metapodial all specimens were adult. 
Results are presented in the table below: 

Trench Cut Fill Feature Date Taxon Element Weight 
(g) 

Age 

5 14 15 Tree throw Modern Cattle Metapodial 13 juvenile 

Medium 
mammal 

Humerus 12 adult 

6 26 27 Pit Undated Cattle Tooth 42 adult 
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Trench Cut Fill Feature Date Taxon Element Weight 
(g) 

Age 

Tooth 13 adult 

13 34 35 Ditch Undated Equid Ulna 47 adult 

Radius 73 adult 

17 48 49 Pit Undated Large 
mammal 

Rib 11 adult 

20 75 78 Natural 
depression 

undated Cattle humerus 99 adult 

63 64 Ditch undated Pig Canine 1 adult 

Rabbit Phalanx 1 adult 

Table 5: Summary of Faunal remains 

C.2.4 This is a small assemblage. All species represented are typical domestic mammals used 
in the post-medieval period and requires no further analysis.  
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APPENDIX E    OASIS REPORT FORM 
Project Details 

OASIS Number oxfordar3-273390 
Project Name Land east of Aspal Lane, beck Row, Mildenhall, Suffolk 

 
Start of Fieldwork 31/07/2017 End of Fieldwork 07/08/2017 
Previous Work yes Future Work no 

  
Project Reference Codes 

Site Code MNL705 Planning App. No. DC/13/0123/OUT 
HER Number ESF25386 Related Numbers  

 
Prompt Planning condition 
Development Type Housing 
Place in Planning Process After full determination (eg. As a condition) 

Techniques used (tick all that apply) 
☐ Aerial Photography – 

interpretation 
☐ Grab-sampling ☐ Remote Operated Vehicle Survey 

☐ Aerial Photography - new ☐ Gravity-core  Sample Trenches 
☐ Annotated Sketch ☐ Laser Scanning ☐ Survey/Recording of 

Fabric/Structure 
☐ Augering ☐ Measured Survey  Targeted Trenches 
☐ Dendrochonological Survey ☐ Metal Detectors ☐ Test Pits 
☐ Documentary Search ☐ Phosphate Survey ☐ Topographic Survey 
☐ Environmental Sampling ☐ Photogrammetric Survey ☐ Vibro-core 
☐ Fieldwalking  ☐ Photographic Survey ☐ Visual Inspection (Initial Site Visit) 
☐ Geophysical Survey ☐ Rectified Photography   

 
Monument Period  Object Period 
Ditch Post Medieval 

(1540 to 1901) 
 Clay pipe Post Medieval (1540 to 

1901) 
Pit Modern (1901 to 

present) 
 Brick Post Medieval (1540 to 

1901) 
Pit Post Medieval 

(1540 to 1901) 
 Animal bones Uncertain 

Pit Medieval (1066 to 
1540) 

 Pottery Medieval (1066 to 1540) 

Gully Post Medieval 
(1540 to 1901) 

 Pottery Late Bronze Age ( - 1000 
to - 700) 

Field system Post Medieval 
(1540 to 1901) 

 Pottery Post Medieval (1540 to 
1901) 

Three Throw Uncertain  Glass Post Medieval (1540 to 
1901) 

Hollow Late Prehistoric ( - 
4000 to 43) 

   

Insert more lines as appropriate. 
 
Project Location 

County Suffolk  Address (including Postcode) 
District Forest Heath  Land east of Aspal Lane, 
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Parish Mildenhall  Beck Row, 
Mildenhall, 
Suffolk 
IP28 8BH 

HER office Forest Heath  
Size of Study Area 4.13ha  
National Grid Ref TL 7024 7779  

 
Project Originators 

Organisation OAE 
Project Brief Originator Rachael Abrahams 
Project Design Originator Matthew Brudenell 
Project Manager Matthew Brudenell 
Project Supervisor Daria Tsybaeva 

 
Project Archives 
 Location ID 
Physical Archive (Finds) SCCAS/CT MNL705 
Digital Archive OAE XSFALB17 
Paper Archive SCCAT/CT MNL705 

 
Physical Contents Present? Digital files 

associated with 
Finds 

Paperwork 
associated with 
Finds 

Animal Bones   ☐ 
Ceramics   ☐ 
Environmental    
Glass   ☐ 
Human Remains ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Industrial ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Leather ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Metal ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Stratigraphic  ☐ ☐ 
Survey  ☐ ☐ 
Textiles ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Wood ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Worked Bone ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Worked Stone/Lithic ☐ ☐ ☐ 
None ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Other ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
Digital Media  Paper Media  
Database ☐ Aerial Photos ☐ 
GIS ☐ Context Sheets  
Geophysics ☐ Correspondence ☐ 
Images (Digital photos)  Diary ☐ 
Illustrations (Figures/Plates)  Drawing  
Moving Image ☐ Manuscript ☐ 
Spreadsheets  Map ☐ 
Survey  Matrices ☐ 
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Text  Microfiche ☐ 
Virtual Reality ☐ Miscellaneous ☐ 
  Research/Notes  
  Photos (negatives/prints/slides) ☐ 
  Plans  
  Report  
  Sections  
  Survey ☐ 
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APPENDIX F    WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION 
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Figure 1: Site location with the trenches (black) and the development area outlined (red)
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Figure 2: HER map
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Figure 3: Geophysical survey (Clarke 2013)
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Figure 4a: Western part of site  
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Figure 4b: Central part of site
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Figure 4c: Eastern part of site
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Figure 5: Selected sections
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Plate 2: Pit 26, Trench 6, view from south-east 

Plate 1: Trench 1, view from south-west 
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Plate 4: Trench 11, view from south-east

Plate 3: Gully 42, Trench 8, view from south-west



Plate 6: Trench 13, view from south-west

Plate 5: Hollow 60, Trench 12, view from west
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Plate 8: Trench 14, view from north-west
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Plate 7: Ditch 34, Trench 13, view from south



Plate 10: Pit 58, Trench 16, view from north-east

Plate 9: Ditch 96, Trench 15, view from north
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Plate 12: Trench 20, view from north-east

Plate 11: Trench 17, view from north-east
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Plate 14: Hollow 75, Trench 20, view from north-west

Plate 13: Pits 65 and 69, Trench 20, view from north-west



 

   

 


