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Summary

An Archaeological evaluation at Nos 5-7 March Road, Wimblington, only
produced few features; two furrows and a roadside ditch, along with a layer of
subsoil covering the whole site. The furrows and the subsoil layer were
associated with medieval ridge and furrow agriculture, while the roadside
ditch may have been pre-medieval in date. Two chance finds in the subsoil
and a furrow were Roman, but were probably residual.
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3.1

Introduction

This archaeological evaluation by trial trenching was undertaken in
accordance with a Brief issued by Kasia Gdaniec of the
Cambridgeshire Archaeology, Planning and Countryside Advice team
(CAPCA; Planning Application F/YR04/3695/0), supplemented by a
Specification prepared by Cambridgeshire County Council
Archaeological Field Unit (CCC AFU).

The work was designed to assist in defining the character and extent of
any archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area,
in accordance with the guidelines set out in Planning and Policy
Guidance 16 - Archaeology and Planning (Department of the
Environment 1990). The results will enable decisions to be made by
CAPCA, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority, with regard to the
treatment of any archaeological remains found.

The site archive is currently held by CCC AFU and will be deposited at
the appropriate county stores.

Geology and Topography

The site lies on the border between Ampthill Clays to the west and
March gravels to the east (British Geological Survey 1980). It is
situated towards the southern end of March Island, at a height of ¢.5m
OD (Fig. 1).

Archaeological and Historical Background

Prehistoric

As can be anticipated on a Fen island, this area is rich in Iron Age sites
and finds. Lying 400m to the south-west of the development site an
Iron Age coin hoard and a quern stone have been found (CHER 02574
and 07380), a similar hoard being found 4km to the east at Stonea
Camp (CHER 07379). Stonea Camp hill fort (CHER 07337) is situated
on a separate small island, but only appears to have been used for a
short period in the Late Iron Age (Malim 1992). Malim identifies
numerous Iron Age sites on the islands of Chatteris, Manea, Stonea
and March (Malim 1992, fig. 1). Iron Age pottery has been found 1.5km
to the north-west of the development site (CHER 07181),
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Figure 1: Location of trenches (black) with the development area outlined (red)
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while a dark occupation area 1.2km to the north-east has produced Iron
Age pottery (CHER 11868).

Roman

The density of settlement appears to continue into the Roman period.
Roman coin hoards dating to the late 3rd century have been found at
Stonea Camp (CHER 07231) and 1.5km to the north-west of the
development site (CHER 07310). Roman pottery has also been found
2km to the south-east (CHER 07215). A Roman brooch was found
1.5km to the south (CHER 01824) and 3km to the east, several bronze
objects, may have formed part of a hoard (CHER 07229). Two
kilometres to the north-west a Hadrianic coin was found (CHER
02704). To the north-east, at a distance of 1200m, lay a dark
occupation area yielding Roman pottery (CHER 11867). Two
kilometres to the north-east lay a linear soil mark of a silted canal,
believed to link the Roman site at Stonea Grange with March island
(CHER 12973). Four hundred metres to the north an almost complete
Roman flagon was discovered by workmen (CHER 15647).

Stonea Camp was superseded by Stonea Grange, a massive structure
of stone with heating and decorated plaster walls, with a tower, temple
and a host of wooden buildings and roads and canals linking it to the
other islands (Hall 1992, 67-71).

Saxon and Medieval

Early Saxon settlement continued at Stonea Grange, but the island
appears to have been abandoned thereafter (Hall 1992, 72). Medieval
settlement at Wimblington had two foci, Eastwood and Wimblington
village (Hall 1992, fig. 42). The development site is on the edge of the
Wimblington settlement. Medieval structures and ditches were
discovered at Bridge Lane in the hamlet of Eastwood End (Robinson
1994).

Historic Buildings

The earliest surviving buildings in the parish are late 17th to early 18th
century in date. Buildings later than the  18th century are not included
in the following summary.

e The Manor House, Doddington Road. Large red brick house of
late 17th to early 18th century date.




e Stonea Farmhouse, Stonea. Large farmhouse  with
kitchen/bakehouse wing. Late 17th to 18th century house of red
brick with reused limestone fragments.

e 6-8 Norfolk Street. Two cottages built of brick, of late 17th to
early 18th century date.

e 2 Church Street. Late 17th to early 18th century house built of
brick.

e Barn to the south-east of Stonea Farmhouse. Red brick of late
17th to early 18th century date.

e 13-15 Bridge Lane, Eastwood End. Two red brick cottages of
late 17th to early 18th century date

’--J

3.5 Recent Archaeological Work

o Bridge Lane, Wimblington, 1994. An lIron Age ditch was
discovered, together with possible medieval structures and
ditches (Robinson 1994).

e Stonea Camp, Wimblington, 1992. Several trenches were dug
through the defences of the fort, which was found to be Late
Iron Age, with little evidence of occupation (Malim 1992).

e 23-33 Wimblington Road, March, 2003. A large number of
ditches and rubbish pits were excavated, perhaps linked to a
villa or farmstead shown immediately to the west in aerial
photographs (Cooper 2003).

e Honey Farm, Chatteris 1999. No archaeological features were
found, suggesting that this area was fen from an early date
(Kemp 1999a)

e Mount Pleasant Farm, Chatteris, 1999. As 4 above (Kemp
1999b)

o Newgate Street, Doddington, 1999. An earthwork survey
recorded ridge and furrow earthwork suggesting medieval
openfield agriculture (Macaulay 1999).

4 Methodology

The objective of this evaluation was to determine as far as reasonably
possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality,
condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits
within the development area.

The Brief required that 5% of the development area be evaluated, a
total of 50m of trenching.

Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological
supervision with a minidigger-type excavator using a toothless ditching
bucket.
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Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal
detector. All metal-detected and hand-collected finds were retained for
inspection, other than those which were obviously modern.

All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using CCC
AFU'’s pro-forma sheets. Trench locations, plans and sections were
recorded at appropriate scales and colour and monochrome
photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.

No environmental samples were taken.

All conditions were fine, but the water table was hit at the base of the
trenches.

Results

All three trenches had identical stratigraphy, 25-30cm of dark brown
silty clay topsoil (3) overlying 20-50cm of mid brown silty clay subsoil
(4). The natural geology was a pale creamy yellow clay.

Trench 1

This trench was aligned north to south and was 14.5m long and 1.5m
wide. It contained two furrows aligned east to west (Figs 2-3). One was
excavated (5) and was found to be shallow and filled with material
identical to the subsoil. A fragment of fired clay was found within the
furrow and a fragment of pottery was found within the subsoil. Both are
likely to be Roman.

Trench 2

This trench was aligned east to west and was 12.1m long and 1.6m
wide. It contained no features.

Trench 3

This trench was aligned east to west and was 22m long and 1.5m wide
(Figs 2-3). It contained one feature towards its eastern end, a north to
south orientated ditch (1), 0.57m wide and 0.18m deep with steep
sides and a flat base. lts fill (2) was a pale greyish brown silty clay
which was sealed beneath the subsoil.
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Discussion

The Roman finds from the subsoil and furrow 5 indicate Roman activity
in this area. The fragment of fired clay may be part of a briquetage
vessel used in salt-making, a common activity on March island in
Roman times, for example at Longhill Road, March (Atkins 2003) and
Cedar Close, March (Hickling 2003). The roadside ditch (1) was sealed
by the subsoil, thought to be medieval in origin, and may therefore be
Roman or Saxon in date.

The furrows in Trench 1 and the subsoil in all three trenches have their
origins in medieval ridge and furrow type arable agriculture. Earthworks
from this activity are still visible in the field immediately to the west.
The Roman finds found in this deposit were probably residual.

Conclusions

The evaluation only produced three features; two furrows and a
roadside ditch, and a layer of subsoil covering the whole site. The
furrows and the subsoil layer were associated with medieval ridge and
furrow agriculture, while the roadside ditch may be pre-medieval in
date. Two chance finds in the subsoil and a furrow were Roman, but
were probably residual.

Recommendations for any future work based upon this report will be
made by the County Archaeology Office.
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Cambridgeshire County Council's Archaeological Field Unit
undertakes a wide range of work throughout the county and
across the eastern region.

Our key purpose is to increase understanding of the rich
heritage of the region.

We are keenly competitive, working to the highest
professional standards in a broad range of service areas. We
work in partnership with contractors and local communities.
We undertake or provide:

® surveys, assessments, evaluations and excavations

e popular and academic publications

® jllustration and design services

® heritage and conservation management

e education and outreach services

e volunteer, training and work experience opportunities

® partnership projects with community groups and
research bodies
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