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Summary

An intermittent programme of fieldwork has been carried out between July 2008 and
April  2011  by  Oxford  Archaeology  East  in  advance  of  construction  of  the  new
Burrough Green Primary School. The site is centred on TL 6375 5580, at the north
of the village. 

This  report  details  the  results  of  the  excavation  of  part  of  a  putative  moated
monument  (SM33588),  the south-eastern corner  of  which is  located beneath the
1960s school buildings which were to be demolished as part of the redevelopment.
This part of the moat had been excluded from the scheduled area and was subject
to an archaeological excavation. 

The excavation area (Area C) exposed the south-east corner of the ditch where four
separate slots were excavated across it. Excavation of the ditch, which measured
c.3m wide and up to 0.95m deep, suggests that it was part of a ditched enclosure
rather than a moat of any size, with finds indicating a probable 17th or 18th century
date;  it  had been completely  filled in  by the 19th century.  It  is  possible  that  the
enclosure  was  an  extension  to  the  scheduled  moat,  perhaps  representing  an
enclosed orchard associated with the Hall located to the south-west.  

The  absence  of  finds  pre-dating  the  17th  century  from  any  of  the  phases  of
fieldwork at  the school  suggests that this part  of the monument is unlikely to be
significantly earlier and its foundation within the medieval period seems to be highly
unlikely.            
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work
1.1.1 An  archaeological  excavation  comprising  an  area  measuring  c.2903  sq.  m.  was

undertaken by OA East  for  Capita Architecture on behalf  of  Cambridgeshire County
Council (CCC Schools) at Burrough Green Primary School, Cambridgeshire (TL 6375
5580).

1.1.2 This work forms the final phase of the fieldwork programme within the school grounds,
which have been carried out in advance of the redevelopment and improvement of the
school  buildings.  An  evaluation  and  two  subsequent  phases  of  archaeological
monitoring and excavation (Areas A & B) have been carried out prior to this excavation
(House 2009).

1.1.3 The archaeological  monitoring and excavation was undertaken in accordance with a
Brief  issued  by  Andy  Thomas  of  Cambridgeshire  County  Council  (CCC;  Planning
Application E/03012/08/CC), supplemented by a Specification prepared by OA East. 

1.1.4 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  Policy  Statement  5:  Planning  for  the  Historic
Environment (Department for Communities and Local Government 2010).  The results
will enable decisions to be made by CCC, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority,
with regard to the treatment of any archaeological remains found. 

1.1.5 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate
county stores in due course.

1.2   Geology and Topography
1.2.1 The site is located on an area of glacial silt overlying till, both of Lowestoft formation.

The site lies at the northern limit of the historic core of the village at c.113m AOD. The
topography is relatively flat with some slightly undulating ground in the vicinity of the
village.

1.3   Archaeological Background 
1.3.1 The school lies immediately adjacent to a putative medieval moated site, with some of

the school  buildings  overlying  the  moat  itself  (Historic  Environment  Record number
01161). The moated site is considered to be of national importance and is a Scheduled
Monument  (SM33588).  The  scheduling  of  the  monument  was  completed  after  the
construction  of  the  modern  school  building,  which  encroaches  onto  the  south-east
corner of the moat (Thomas 2008).

1.3.2 The HER record describes the site as:

“Rectangular moated area 300 by 200 ft . Surrounded by earthwork 6 ft wide and 1 ft
high, with outer dry ditch 12 ft wide, 2 ft deep. There is no sign of an original entrance
or  of  any structural  remains in the enclosed area.  This is  a  later  site  of  the  manor
house.

An orchard was planted here which has since been neglected. The site is now very
overgrown. It is fenced, inaccessible and appears to be still as described above”

1.3.3 The Scheduling information (SM33588 ) includes the following description:
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“The monument includes a medieval moated site situated 160m north-east of The Hall
in the village of Burrough Green. The eastern corner of the moat ditch, together with a
small portion of the south eastern moat arm and adjacent area of the island, have been
largely  removed  by  the  construction  of  a  school  building  and  are,  therefore,  not
included in the scheduling.

The site is associated with the manor of Burgh or Burrough, of which the earliest manor
house is thought to have been in Park Wood to the south of the village. A later house
known as The Hall, a Grade II Listed Building was built in about 1575; the moated site
may,  therefore,  represent  the  location  either  of  the  manor  house in  the  intervening
period, or of a subsidiary dwelling. 

A substantial  moat  ditch  up to  17m wide surrounds a  rectangular  island measuring
approximately 95m north-west to south-east by 64m north-east to south-west.  Only the
north-western arm of the moat and the northern half of the north-eastern arm remain
open, the former still retaining water. Elsewhere the ditch has been infilled; to the south
east, its line is visible in places as a slight depression in the ground and as a cropmark.
A low bank follows the inner edge of the northern half of the north-eastern moat arm
and  both  bank  and  ditch  are  broken  by  a  causeway.  An  opposing  causeway  also
existed  across  the  south  western  ditch  arm.  These  causeways,  which  are  oriented
towards St Augustine's Church to the south west and the village to the north-east, may
represent original points of access to the island.

Cartographic evidence shows that a track formerly ran across the island between the
two causeways. Crossing the north-eastern causeway, it continued as far as the main
road through the village.  This  track is  no longer  visible  on the island although it  is
expected to survive as a buried feature. 

Following its period of occupation the moated site was adapted for use as a garden
feature associated with The Hall,  and was laid out  as an orchard.  Remnants of  the
planting layout still survive towards the centre of the island.”

1.3.4 The  original  school,  which  was  constructed  in  1714  with  19th and  20th century
alterations, is located to the south, and is a Grade II Listed Building.

1.3.5 An  archaeological  evaluation  was  conducted  at  the  school  in  July  2008.  The
investigation consisted of six small trenches, comprising 30m in total  length, located
within the proposed redevelopment area of the school (Fletcher 2008).

1.3.6 Although undated, a single post-hole recorded within Trench 5 provided evidence of
surviving archaeology, other than the moat itself, that could date to earlier than the 19th
century. Paths and boundary ditches, recorded within Trenches 4 and 5, were identified
as  those  shown on  the  1st  Edition  Ordnance  Survey  map,  indicating  they  were  in
existence in the late 19th century. The most significant discovery was the confirmation
of the location of the south-eastern corner of the moat ditch in Trench 2.

1.4   Acknowledgements
1.4.1 The author would like to thank Adam Garner and  Ritesh Ruparelia of Capita Symonds,

who commissioned and funded the work. Thanks are due to Andy Thomas of CCC for
his  ongoing  input  and  involvement  in  the  project,  and  to  Dave  Kenny  of  English
Heritage  for  his  continuing  work  and assistance.  Acknowledgements  also  go  to  the
school and school governors. The author would also like to thank the field team, Matt
Lees and the site surveyors Lucy Offord and Vicky Jamieson, the project was managed
by Richard Mortimer.
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2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims
2.1.1 The  overall  objective  of  the  fieldwork was  to  further  understanding  of  the  adjacent

scheduled monument, and to determine the presence/absence, location, nature, extent,
date, quality, condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits within
the redevelopment area. 

2.2   Methodology
2.2.1 The  Brief  required  that  all  sub-surface  groundworks  should  be  carried  out  under

archaeological supervision. 

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
360° tracked excavator using a toothless ditching bucket. 

2.2.3 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.

2.2.4 All  archaeological  features  and  deposits  were  recorded  using  OA East'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. 

2.2.5 The site was tied into the Ordnance Survey with a Leica GPS 1200.

2.2.6 Environmental samples were taken from the ditch, however the deposits proved barren.

2.2.7 The site conditions and the weather did not inhibit the archaeological work. 
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Excavation (Area C) (Figs 3 & 4; Plates 1- 4)
3.1.1 The excavation area was located within the footprint of the previous school building; the

area was extended to the north-east outside the building footprint to include the ditch
corner  and  return  identified  by  the  evaluation.  The  edge  of  the  evaluation  trench
(Trench  2)  was  visible  partially  cutting  the  ditch  corner.  A total  of  four  slots  were
excavated through the ditch, with the first slot excavated (1103) being located to the
south-west of the excavation area. Ditch slot  1103 had been heavily disturbed by the
school foundations and was partially excavated by machine, with the primary deposit
excavated by hand to confirm the depth and ditch profile. 

3.1.2 The remaining three slots, 1106, 1110, and 1114, were all excavated by hand, the slots
were  dug  from  varying  levels  due  to  the  variable  truncation  by  the  former  school
building. Footings for the walls cut through the ditch in many places, however each of
the hand-excavated slots were located in such a way as to give undisturbed profiles.
Little  variation  was  seen  within  the  slots  with  consistent  fills  and  dimensions  being
recorded (Fig. 4, sections 1-4).

3.1.3 The ditch was generally 3m wide and up to 0.95m deep with a broadly concave profile
and slightly rounded base; it was exposed for a total length of c.25m.

3.1.4 Ditch slot 1103 measured 3m in width and 0.95m in depth and contained two fills (1104
and  1105).  The  lower  fill  (1105),  a  yellowish  brown  silty  clay,  measured  0.41m  in
thickness. The upper 0.57m-thick fill  (1104) consisted of a mid-greyish brown clayey
silt,  not  dissimilar  to  the  topsoil  material  elsewhere  on  the  site.  No  basal  fill  was
distinguishable in this slot. Finds were recovered from fill 1104, all of which date from
the mid to late 18th century.

3.1.5 Ditch  slots  1106,  1110 and  1114  contained  three  fills,  each  identical  to  the
corresponding fills within the other slots. 

3.1.6 The primary fills, respectively 1109, 1117 and 1113, comprised a brownish yellow silty
clay which contained no finds. All were very thin/shallow (between 0.15m-17m thick),
and similar to the underlying natural.       

3.1.7 The secondary fills, respectively 1108, 1116 and 1112, were yellowish brown silty clays
between 0.26-0.28m thick. The finds from these deposits date to the mid to late 18th
century, although fill  1116 contained a large part of a single clay pipe bowl dating to
1700-1740AD (Appendix B).

3.1.8 The upper fills of the three slots (1107, 1111 and 1115) comprised a mid-greyish brown
clayey silt between 0.25m-0.44m thick. Fill 1107 contained 19th century finds, including
a clay pipe fragment, whilst fills 1111 and 1115 produced finds of 18th century date.

3.2   Finds Summary
3.2.1 No  finds  were  recovered  from  the  shallow  primary  fills;  the  majority  of  the  finds

comprise pottery,  tobacco pipe, glass,  CBM and animal bone which derive from the
upper fills. The general date of the assemblage is c.18th century within the secondary
fills and 19th century within the upper fills.
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3.3   Environmental Summary
3.3.1 A  single  environmental  sample  was  taken  from  the  ditch:  this  proved  to  be

archaeologically sterile and no further work is recommended (Rachel Fosberry  pers.
comm.).
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Discussion
4.1.1 The dimensions of the feature, at 3m wide and just under a metre deep, indicate that it

would perhaps be better  described as a ditch rather than a moat.  There is  also no
evidence that the ditch ever held a body of water suggesting that it might be some form
of ditched enclosure rather than a moat. All of the finds recovered are of 18th and 19th
century date, indicating that this was when the ditch went out of use and was filled-in;
no finds were recovered from the primary silting deposits.

4.1.2 The scheduled moat, at 17m wide, is clearly more substantial than the ditch recorded
by the current excavation, although the latter is likely to have been heavily truncated by
the construction of the previous school buildings. Interestingly the VCH (1948; vol. 2)
describes the monument as being surrounded by an earthwork 6 ft wide and 1 ft high,
with an outer dry ditch 12 ft wide and 2 ft deep (3.6m x 0.6m), dimensions which are not
dissimilar to the ditch in Area C.

4.1.3 It seems likely that this excavated ditch might have been associated with a later phase
of the manor house located to the south-west, on the site of the 'The Hall' referred to in
the following paragraph in the VCH (vol. 6; Wright (ed) 1978): “The main front of brick
with  pedimented  and pilastered  surrounds to  the  windows has a  central  porch  and
doorway which is axial to the main gateway into the forecourt and to a garden layout
now largely destroyed which included a large moated enclosure some distance north-
west  of  the house.  By 1670 the house was said to  be large but  ruinous and in  an
inconvenient  position.”  This  could  be  a  reference  to  the  ditched  enclosure,  if  that
referred  to  as  being  to  the  north-west  is  in  fact  north-east,  although there  may  be
further  unknown moated enclosures adjoining the Hall  to  the north-west.  Within  the
same paragraph there is mention of a possible earlier timber structure on the site of
Burrough Green Hall, perhaps an earlier medieval version of the manor.  

4.1.4 This might indicate that the enclosure within the scheduled area is actually a feature
within the grounds of the manor, with cartographic evidence (Figs 2 and 5) suggesting a
drive or track extending from the Hall, north-east through the centre of the enclosure
and linking to the village road. A building on the road frontage, adjacent to this route, is
named the Old Orchard, giving rise to the possibility that the enclosure may have been
an orchard at some point. There would appear to be precedence for ditch enclosures
around orchards at manor sites. “The practice of placing orchards within moats was
popular at high status sites, whilst farm orchards frequently had ditches on three or four
sides” (Dallas 2010). 

4.1.5 Indeed, the scheduling information states that the moat was later adapted as a garden
feature for the Hall and an orchard was also established here (see Section 1.3 above).
At  least part  of  the monument  is  clearly  represented by a more substantial  moated
feature: on the 1st Edition OS (Fig. 2) the north-western arm is shown as a broad and
water-filled  feature,  and  the  recorded  earthworks  shown  on  Fig.  5  also  indicate  a
considerably more significant feature at the north-western end of the monument.  It is
possible that the original enclosure was only moated at  one end, or that the south-
eastern arm of a square moat has been backfilled and the ditch recorded in Area C
represents a small ditched (later) extension to this, which appears to have gone out of
use or been mostly filled-in by the 18th century.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 12 of 21 Report Number 1267



4.2   Conclusions
4.2.1 The results would suggest, at least at this south-eastern extent, that the ditch is not part

of a medieval moat and is perhaps more likely to be a feature associated with the Hall
to the south-west. Confirmation of this may require further investigation, however the
results from this excavation should be an important consideration in any future work on
the monument.   

4.2.2 The excavation of the part of the moat within the redevelopment area indicates that it
represents a ditched enclosure of perhaps late 17th or more likely 18th century date
which had become completely  infilled by the 19th century.  There is  potential  for  an
earlier date to parts of the monument further to the north, and, given the possibility of
cleaning and upkeep, even for the ditch recorded in the excavated area. The absence
of finds pre-dating the 17th century from any of the phases of fieldwork suggests that
this part of the monument is unlikely to be significantly earlier and its foundation within
the medieval period seems to be highly unlikely.   
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APPENDIX A.  TRENCH DESCRIPTIONS AND CONTEXT INVENTORY

Trench 1
General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench located within former building footprint. Covering extent of
monument not within scheduled area.

Avg. depth (m) 0.4

Width (m) 13m

Length (m) 20m

Contexts
context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

1101 Layer - - Topsoil (Disturbed) - -

1102 Layer - - Subsoil (Disturbed) - -

1103 Cut 3 0.95 Ditch Cut - -

1104 Fill 3 0.57 Upper Fill Y Mid to late18thC

1105 Fill 2.92 0.41 Primary Fill - -

1106 Cut 3.04 0.89 Ditch Cut - -

1107 Fill 2.87 0.43 Upper Fill Y 1810-1840AD

1108 Fill 2.81 0.27 Secondary Fill Y Not closely datable

1109 Fill 1.84 0.15 Primary Fill - -

1110 Cut 2.95 0.91 Ditch Cut - -

1111 Fill 2.83 0.44 Upper Fill Y Mid to late18thC

1112 Fill 2.71 0.26 Secondary Fill Y Mid to late18thC

1113 Fill 1.8 0.17 Primary Fill - -

1114 Cut 3.26 0.75 Ditch Cut - -

1115 Fill 3.26 0.35 Upper Fill Y Mid to late18thC

1116 Fill 2.69 0.28 Secondary Fill Y 1700-1740AD

1117 Fill 1.19 0.15 Primary Fill - -
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APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Glass

By Carole Fletcher 

Assemblage
B.1.1  The assemblage consists of a total of two finds from two contexts. Typologically a single

glass type was identified; vessel.  

Vessel Glass
B.1.2  The glass is not closely datable, however the small fragment of green wine bottle base

(0.019kg) from context 1111 suggests a  terminus post quem of the first quarter of the
19th  century.  The  second  fragment  of  glass  bottle  from  context  1112  (0.019kg),  is
slightly abraded, dull  green glass.  This shard cannot be closely dated, however the
glass has suffered some loss of surface and its general appearance suggests it is 18th
century. The final shard is from a clear press or pattern moulded vessel decorated with
a band of chevrons (context 1115, weighing 0.006kg). The shard may be from a drinking
glass, vase or jug and is 19th century.

Further Work and Methods Statement

B.1.3  The glass assemblage is not extensive and offers little potential for further work. 

B.2  Clay Pipes

By Carole Fletcher 

Assemblage
B.2.1  A  total  of  eight  fragments  of  clay  smoking  pipe  was  recovered.  The  diagnostic

fragments date from the 18th and 19th century. 

Methodology
B.2.2  Terminology used in this assessment was taken from Oswald's work clay pipes for the

archaeologist  (1975).  The  pipe  bowls,  considered  the  most  diagnostic  part  of  the
assemblage, were identified and dated using Oswald's 1975 typology for English pipe
bowls with additional information from Crummy (1988).

Quantification and Fabrics
B.2.3  A full  quantification  table  for  the  clay  pipes,  including separate  counts  for  complete

bowls,  bowl  fragments  and  stems,  and  noting  the  presence  or  absence  of  marked
fragments, can be found at the end of this report.  The clay pipes are all  made from
white ball clay.

Decorations and Provenance
B.2.4  There are no highly decorated pipes and only a single makers marks could tentatively

be identified to James Knight (1741 and1756) or James Kuquit (1742), the dates relate
to appearances in trade directories (Flood 1976, 40). The presumption is that the pipes
represent local production.
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Research Potential and Further Work Statement
B.2.5  The clay  pipe assemblage offers  the  opportunity  to  more  closely  date  a  number  of

contexts. The small number of pipes limits the amount of data recovered and no further
work is required on this assemblage. 

Context Weight
kg

Number of
complete or
near
complete
pipe bowls

Heel Mark Number of
pipe stem
fragments

Form Comment Earlies
t Date

Latest
Date

1107 0.009 1 X in a circle
on both sides
of the heel

Falls between Oswald
type 13 and 14, Hind
and Crummy describe
this type of bowl as
Colchester typology
type 13 (Crummy,
1988, p52, fig
58;2904)

1810 1840

1116 0.012 1 I or L (the
second letter
is also
unclear but
may be a K)

Oswald type 10 If letters are IK
possibly James
Knight or
James Kuquit
(Flood, 1976, p
45)

1700 1740

0.020 6
Table 1 Clay pipe assemblage

B.3  Pottery

By Carole Fletcher 

Introduction 
B.3.1  A small pottery assemblage of ten sherds, weighing 0.064kg, from three contexts. The

condition  of  the  overall  assemblage  is  moderately  abraded  and  the  average  sherd
weight from individual contexts is small at 6.4g. 

B.3.2  Ceramic fabric abbreviations used in the text are:

ENGS English Stoneware
PMBL Post Medieval  Black Glazed Ware
YEL Yellow Ware

Methodology
B.3.3  The Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG) documents A guide to the classification

of medieval ceramic forms (MPRG, 1998) and Minimum Standards for the Processing,
Recording, Analysis and Publication of Post-Roman Ceramics (MPRG, 2001) act as a
standard. 

B.3.4  Dating was carried out using OA East’s in-house system based on that previously used
at the Museum of London. Fabric classification has been carried out for all previously
described medieval and post-medieval types. All sherds have been counted, classified
and weighed.  All  the  pottery  has  been recorded  and dated  on  a  context-by-context
basis.

B.3.5  The pottery and archive are curated by Oxford Archaeology East until formal deposition.
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Assemblage
B.3.6  Context 1107 produced a single sherd of ENGS from a 19th century blacking bottle.

Contexts  1115  and  1116  both  produced  sherds  from  17th  century  PMBL  drinking
vessels.  The  sherds  from  context  1116  were  found  alongside  an  early  to  mid-18th
century clay pipe bowl and those in context 1115 were found with a small rim sherd from
a 19th century YEL vessel with annular decoration. 

Statement of Research Potential and Further Work
B.3.7  All phases of work on the site have only produced post-medieval finds, with no pottery

earlier than the 17th century sherds recovered in the last phase of work. This small
assemblage provides only basic dating information for a site. No further work is required
on this assemblage.
Context Fabric Basic Form Sherd Count Weight (kg) Context Date 
1107 ENGS Bottle 1 0.014 Mid 19th century
1115 PMBL Drinking Vessel 2 0.019 Second quarter of

the 19th century +YEL Bowl 1 0.002
1116 PMBL Drinking Vessel 6 0.029 17th century
Table 2: Pottery dating 

B.4  Ceramic Building Material

By Robert Atkins and Carole Fletcher

Assemblage
B.4.1  A small  assemblage  of  16  fragments  of  ceramic  building  material  (CBM),  weighing

0.706kg, was recovered.  The condition of the overall assemblage is abraded and the
average fragment weight from individual contexts is small at approximately 44g.

B.4.2  The CBM and archive are curated by Oxford Archaeology East until formal deposition.

Statement of Research Potential and Further Work
B.4.3  An assemblage of this size provides only basic dating information for a site. No further

work is required on this assemblage.

Context Form Count Weight (kg) Date Range
1104 Brick 2 0.097 Mid to late18th century

1107 Undiagnostic Fragment 1 0.002 Not closely datable

1108 Undiagnostic Fragments 4 0.020 Not closely datable

1111 Brick 1 0.169 Mid to late18th century

Tile 1 0.026

1112 Brick 1 0.085 Mid to late18th century

1115 Brick 1 0.141 Mid to late18th century 

Roof Tile 1 0.023 Not closely datable

Roof Tile 1 0.029

Table 3: Ceramic building material 
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B.5  Miscellaneous
B.5.1  Context 1115 produced  fragments of clinker (0.013kg) which is a waste product of

domestic fires among other things. Although not closely datable it is often associated
with 19th century material.

B.6  Faunal Remains

By Chris Faine

Assemblage
B.6.1  Five fragments of animal bone were recovered, with only one being identifiable to species

in the form of a single adult dog ulna from context 1115. 

Further Work
B.6.2  No further work is required on this assemblage.
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Figure 1: Site location with development area (outlined red) and scheduled area (outlined blue)
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Plate 2: Trench shot, photo taken from the north-east 

Plate 1: Trench shot, photo taken from the north-west 
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Plate 4: Ditch slot 1110, taken from south-east

Plate 3: Ditch slot 1106, taken from south-west
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