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Summary

An archaeological strip map and sample exercise was carried along the route of the
Pound  Lane,  rising  main  replacement  scheme  in  the  areas  where  open  cut
trenching  was  required.   Three  fields  were  investigated  with  the  majority  of  the
archaeology confined to Fields 1 and 2.

The excavation and sampling of the features identified a series of features dated to
the Early Neolithic.  Further features were identified dating from Middle Bronze age,
Iron Age and Roman periods.  Further unphased features were identified and are
likely to be associated with these phases of occupation.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 6 of 43 Report Number 1399



© Oxford Archaeology East Page 7 of 43 Report Number 1399



1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work

1.1.1 An archaeological strip, map and sample excisewas conducted along parts of the route
of the replacement rising main in Filby. Grid Ref (TG 4739 1370 to TG 4906 1311).  The
three fields under investigation were located directly to the East of Ormesbury lane to
the eastern end of the development area.

1.1.2 This archaeological work  was undertaken in accordance with a Brief issued by James
Albone of Norfolk County Council (NCC; HES reference CNF43727), supplemented by
a Specification prepared by OA East. 

1.1.3 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 NCC, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority,
with regard to the treatment of any archaeological remains found.

1.1.4 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 area of the rising main replacement is across a relatively flat landscape at the edge

of the Filby Broads.  The site is located between 3m and 16m OD.

1.2.2 The superficial  underlying geology of  the region is from the Happisburgh Glacigenic
Formation and formed up to 2 million years ago.  The superficial geology overlies Crag
Group sands and gravels which were formed up to 5 million years ago (web resource;
BGS Geology of Britain viewer)

1.3   Archaeological and historical background
1.3.1 Within  the development  area  a  large  number  of  archaeological  features  have  been

identified through aerial photography.  Only limited excavation has occurred with little
modern  development,  such  as  the  Bacton  to  Yarmouth  pipeline  and  The  Broads
Authority excavations at Ormesby St Micheals.

1.3.2 Further evaluations were carried out  at  Church farm,  Filby and identified prehistoric
ditches,  a  gully  and  a  pit,  as  well  as  postmedieval  wall,  post-hole  and  pit  (NHER
52702).

Neolithic
1.3.3 Neolithic activity has been recorded to the North of the proposed development route

from the Bacton to Yarmouth pipeline in the region of Ormesby St.  Margaret  (Bates
forthcoming and Gilmour 2012).

Bronze Age
1.3.4 Extensive areas of Bronze Age field system have been identified from aerial photograhs

across the region of the pipeline (NHER 12997 and 12996).  Further Bronze Age field
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systems have been suggested from aerial photographs within the region of an Iron Age
or Roman Enclosure (NHER 42076).

1.3.5 A  number  of  possible  of  Bronze  Age  barrows  have  also  been  identified  (NHER
42090,42082, 17592, 42081, 18342,  27665, 52734).   Some of these are associated
with a Bronze Age barrow cemetery enclosure (NHER 8645)

Iron Age and Roman
1.3.6 A number of Iron or Roman enclosures have also been identified within the area (NHER

42064, 42055, 42076, 42074, 42075, 13004).

1.3.7 Although a little on the small side, there is a possible Iron Age square barrow within the
region of the development (NHER 42080). Alternatively it could be a foundation trench
for a timber structure or building of unknown, possibly Saxon, date.

Medieval and Post Medieval
1.3.8 A number of  probable medieval  and post medieval  cropmarks have  been identified

relating to roads and enclosures within the area of Ormesby and Filby (NHER 18320,
42089,  42065,  42106,  42085,  27668).   Further  medieval  evidence  comes  from  an
enclosure (NHER 42089) and a probable toft or croft (NHER 27687).

1.3.9 Medieval  and post  medieval  trackways  have been identified  as  well  (NHER 42083,
42065)

1.3.10 The medieval  church  of  Staints  Peter  and  Paul  is  located  nearby  at  Mautby.   The
church  has  12th  century  elements,  however,  the  aisle  has  now  been  demolished
(NHER 8656).

Undated
1.3.11 Further undated field systems have also been identified (NHER 42108).  As well as an

undated but probable post medieval trackway (NHER 42070).

1.3.12 Finally a curvi-linear enclosure is also located within the region of  the development
(42054).

1.4   Acknowledgements

1.4.1 The author would like to thank the Anglian Water for commissioning the work.

1.4.2 The author would also like to thank Stuart Ladd and Gillian Greer for the illustrations
and Talyena Fletcher for the survey work carried out.

1.4.3 Finally  the  author  would  like  to  acknowledge  Nicholas  Gilmour,  Lindsey  Kemp,
Katherine Hamiltion and John Diffey for their hard work on site in variable conditions.
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2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims
2.1.1 The  objective  of  the  archaeological  work   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.

2.1.2 The project  was to  preserve  by record  any archaeological  features  that  were to  be
destroyed during the laying of the water main

2.2   Methodology
2.2.1 The Brief  required that  a  strip,  map and sample  investigation  of  the  archaeological

features was carried out.  

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
360 mechanical 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 Environmental samples were taken from features to assist with the dating. 

2.2.6 Conditions on the site were generally dry with good light.  Although some rain and snow
showers occurred.
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Introduction 
3.1.1 The rising main replacement scheme was primarily carried out by directional drilling.

However, three areas were unsuitable for drilling.  These were excavated by open cut
trench.  The results of these areas of excavation will  be presented below.  The first
area, Field 1, was the furthest to the West to the east of the Ormesby Road crossing.
The second and third areas, Fields 2 and 3 respectively,  were the two fields at the
Eastern end of the scheme.

3.2   Field 1
3.2.1 A series of discreet features were found within field 1 (Fig. 4).  These features were

primarily identified as naturally formed tree throws, although some pits were identified.
Due to the sandy nature of the site some of these may have been misidentified as
natural  features  and  vice  versa.   Therefore  all  the  discreet  features  are  presented
together.

Neolithic pits
3.2.2 Pit 10 was a Sub rectangular pit with moderately steep sides and a flat base.  The pit

was  1m by  0.80m in  length  and  width,  with  a  maximum depth  of  0.30m.   The  pit
contained a single dark brownish-grey clayey sand fill  (9),  a single denticulated flint
blade was recovered from it suggesting an Early Neolithic date.

3.2.3 Pit 57 was a small pit 0.58m in diameter with a maximum depth of 0.20m (Fig. 2).  The
pit contained a single dark brownish-grey silty sand fill (56) with rare gravel inclusions.
The feature contained fragments of fired clay.

3.2.4 205  was a relatively large pit  that  was 1.60m in width and excavated to a depth of
0.56m.  The full extent of the pit was not identified as it ran under the southern limit of
the excavation.  The pit contained a single fill (40) which was a dark brown-grey sandy
silt.  Early Neolithic flint work and 'Mildenhall'  Early Neolithic pottery were recovered
from 40.  The pit was truncated by Ditch 42 (Fig. 3).

3.2.5 29 was  a  large  sub-circular  pit  1.78m  in  diameter.   The  pit  was  0.56m  deep.   It
contained two fills.  The earlier fill (28) was a pale grey sandy silt with moderate gravel
inclusions.  The fill seems to be a naturally accumulated fill.  The later fill (27) was a
mid brownish-grey silty sand with rare gravel inclusions and was the final natural silting
up of the feature.  Sherds of plain 'Mildenhall' bowls were recovered from the upper fill
suggesting an Early Neolithic Date.

Bronze Age pit
3.2.6 Pit 44 was a sub rectangular steep sided feature.  The pit was 1m by 0.50m by 0.12m

in length, width and depth.  There was a single fill (43) that was a mid yellowish-brown
sand, the similarity of the fill  to the surrounding natural and the semi-complete East
Anglian  Incised  Beaker  would  suggest  an  intentional  deposition  of  the  pot  in  an
immediately backfilled pit.   The East Anglian Incised Beaker is  of  Early Bronze Age
date.
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Iron Age Pit
3.2.7 Pit 57 was a small pit 0.58m in diameter with a maximum depth of 0.20m (Fig. 2).  The

pit contained a single dark brownish-grey silty sand fill (56) with rare gravel inclusions.
The feature contained fragments of fired clay.  Burnt grain was recovered from the pit
and carbon dated to 2350 BP (c400BC).

Unphased shallow natural linear features
3.2.8 4 was a shallow linear feature with moderately sloping sides and a flat base orientated

on a North-East South-West alignment.  The excavated portion was 1m in length and
had a maximum width of 1.30m and a maximum depth of 0.25m.  The linear contained
a  single  naturally  formed  mixed  mid  grey-brown  and  light  yellow  clayey  sand  with
occasional sub-angular, sub-rounded and rounded flint gravel inclusions (3).

3.2.9 A shallow linear feature 8 was located to the east of 4.  The ditch had a maximum depth
of 0.25m and a maximum width of 1.10m.  The feature had a single fill (7) which was a
naturally formed mid greyish-brown sandy silt.

Unphased pits and tree throws
3.2.10 2 was a sub circular steep sided pit located towards the Eastern end of the field at the

Northern edge.  It was 0.70m in length and width, and was 0.12m deep.  The feature
had a single fill (1) which was a naturally accumulated mid greyish-brown clayey sand.

3.2.11 6 was a steep sided sub-rectangular feature 1.90m in visible length and 1m wide.  The
feature ran under the Southern baulk and could have been either a ditch terminus or a
pit.  The feature was half sectioned and contained a single dark blackish-brown silty
sand fill (5) that was 0.40m in depth.  

3.2.12 A circular steep sided Pit (14) was the feature furthest to the east of Field 1.  The pit
was 0.60m in diameter with a maximum depth of 0.20m.  The pit contained a single fill
(13) which was a mid greyish-brown soft silty sand.  Two flint flakes were recovered
from the feature.

3.2.13 Cut 20  was a sub-circular feature with moderately steep sides and a flat base.  The cut
was 1.60m in length, 1.20m in width and had a maximum depth of 0.30m.  The pit had
three fills.  The basal fill (19) was a primary slump  of soft mid greyish-brown silty sand.
The middle fill (18) was a lens of material, most likely deposited from the western side
of the feature.  The fill was a dark brownish-grey silty sand, and could be an intentional
deposit but may be a naturally formed secondary silting event. The upper fill (17) was a
mid greyish-brown silty sand and is likely to be the final secondary or tertiary silting
event.

3.2.14 52  was a sub-circular feature with moderately sloping sides and a rounded base 0.72m
in diameter and 0.24m in depth.  The feature was filled with a naturally formed deposit
51, which was a mid brownish-grey silty sand with rare flint gravel.  The feature is either
a small pit or a small tree throw.

3.2.15 Cut 55 was a sub-rectangular steep sided flat based feature.  It contained two fills.  The
lower fill (54) was a dark brownish-grey silty sand with rare gravel inclusions.  The fill
was a naturally formed primary deposit.  The upper fill (53) was a mid brownish-grey
silty sand.

3.2.16 60 is a circular pit or tree throw with moderately sloping concave sides and base.  The
pit is 0.54m in diameter and 0.36m in depth.  The pit cuts through a natural spread of
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silt (59).  60 contained a single fill (61) which was a mid reddish-brown sandy silt with
some yellow sand and occasional small stones around 10mm in size.

3.2.17 62 was a feature that extends beyond the northern limit of excavation within the area of
pits 60 and 29.  The feature is a vertically sided sub-rectangular pit.  The pit had a flat
base.  No dating evidence was recovered from the single fill  (63),  which was a mid
reddish-grey silty sand with occasional stone inclusions up to 200mm in size.

Unphased Tree throws
3.2.18 Feature 30 was a large sub-rectangular feature 3.4m in length, 1.2m in width and 0.4m

deep (Fig. 2).  The north side of the feature was steep and slightly concave whilst the
south side was moderately steep and slightly convex.  The base was concave.  The
tree throw was aligned on an east to west axis.  There were two fills in the tree throw
the lower fill  (32) was a naturally formed mixed yellow, red-brown and light grey silty
sand with occasional flint fragments up to 100mm in size.  The upper deposit (31) was
a naturally  formed secondary silting of  brownish-grey silty  sand with occasional  flint
fragments up to 100mm in size.

3.2.19 Cut  45 was 3.1m in  length,  1.1m wide and 0.24m deep.   It  had a similar  irregular
elongated form to  30, with moderately steep sides and a concave base.  There were
two naturally formed fills.  47 the lower fill was a mixed light grey and dark grey-brown
sand, whilst the upper fill (46) was a mid brownish-grey silty sand with occasional flint
fragments up to 50mm in size.  The feature like 30 is likely to be a tree throw.

48 was a sub-rectangular irregular feature with a steep concave slope to the north and
a moderate convex slope to the south.  The feature was 2.60m in length,  1.10m in
depth and 0.45m in depth.  The irregular shape and form would suggest a naturally
formed tree throw with a similar shape to 30.  There were two fills within the feature. 49,
the lower fill, was a secondary silting event of light grey silt and the upper fill (5) was a
mid brownish-grey silty sand with occasional flint fragments up to 100mm in size.

Unphased ditches
3.2.20 25 is a linear U shaped ditch aligned North to South towards the western edge of Field

1.  A single 1m intersection was excavated in the ditch, which had a maximum width of
1.2m and a  maximum depth  of  0.36m.   The ditch  had a  single fill  (26)  that  was a
medium brown silty sand with occasional flint inclusions up to 200mm in size.  The fill
contained a single undiagnostic pottery sherd, that is likely to be Roman.

3.2.21 Ditch 12 and 16 were a V shaped linear ditch, aligned North-East to South-West, with
very steep sides and a rounded base.  Two 1m sections were excavated within the
ditch.   Both sections contained a single fill,  11 and 15 respectively,  which were mid
greyish-brown silty sand.  The ditch had a maximum recorded width of 0.94m and a
maximum depth of 0.58m.

3.2.22 Cuts 36 and 38 were a small shallow V shaped linear ditch truncated by ditch cut 34.
The ditch had a maximum width and depth of 0.75m and 0.25m respectively.  The ditch
contained a single fill (35 and 37) which was a mid greyish-brown clayey sand formed
through a secondary silting event.

3.2.23 24 and 34 were a V shaped linear ditch aligned along a North-West to South-East axis
with steep sides and a rounded base (Fig. 2).  A single 1m slot and a relationship slot
with 38 were excavated within the ditch, which  had a maximum width of 1.96m and
depth of 0.92m.  The ditch had two fills, the lower fill (22) was a primary slump of dark
brownish grey silty sand with rare gravel inclusions.  The upper fill (23 and 33) was a
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deposit of mid greyish brown silty sand with rare gravel inclusions formed through a
gradual silting up of the ditch. 

3.2.24 A shallow U-shaped ditch (42 and 66) was located directly to the east of ditch (24 and
34).  42 cut through pit  205.  The U-shaped ditch had a maximum width of 2m and a
maximum depth of 0.60m with moderately sloping sides and a concave base.  The ditch
had a single secondary fill (39 and 64) of a mid to light brownish-grey sandy silt with
occasional  natural  flint  fragments.   The fill  contained fragments of  'Mildenhall'  Early
Neolithic pottery and worked lithics of a similar date.  The finds were limited to context
(39) and may be reworked material derived from the underlying pit (205).

Natural layer
3.2.25 A large natural layer (21 and 59) was located approximately halfway along Field 1.  The

layer  was a  pale  grey  sandy silt  with  occasional  flint  gravels.   Worked lithics  were
recovered from the surface of 21.  The layer was cut by  60  and  62.   The layer was
5.60m in length and at least 5.50m in width, the deposit ran under both the north and
south baulks.   The deposit had a maximum depth of 0.20m.

3.3   Field 2
3.3.1 Field 2 was located at the Eastern end of the pipe trench to the west of field 3.  Field 2

contained  a  number  of  archaeological  and  natural  features  similar  in  form  to  the
probable tree throws in field 1.

Neolithic Pits
3.3.2 Possible tree throw/pit (83) was a sub-rectangular steep sided feature with a slightly

concave base.   The feature  was greater  than 1.80m in  length,  1.34m in  width  and
0.48m in depth.  It contained three contexts, 80, 81 and 82.  The basal fill (82) was a
pale yellowish-grey slightly sandy silt formed as a primary deposit in the base of the
tree throw.  The middle fill (81) was a dark brownish-grey sandy silt which seems to be
a single rapid depositional event.  The upper fill (80) was a mid greyish-brown silty sand
with rare gravel inclusions.  80 also contained a small assemblage of Early Neolithic
date and a small assemblage of worked flint.

3.3.3 Pit  99  was located west of  94 and  96.   The pit  was partially truncated by  96.   The
feature was circular with a diameter of 1.20m and a depth of 0.60m.  99  had steep
sides and a concave base.  It contained two fills 97 and 98.  The lower fill, 98, was a
naturally formed silting of a dark greyish-brown sandy silt.  A single worked flint was
recovered from this deposit.   The upper fill  97 was a mid reddish brown silty  sand,
probably formed through a natural silting event.  The upper fill contained worked flint
and Neolithic pottery.

Neolithic tree throws
3.3.4 102 was an irregular feature, possibly a tree throw, that contained a large assemblage

of  worked flint  and  Early Neolithic Pottery  within it's  upper fill.   The feature was an
irregular shape with steep sides and a flat base.  The feature was 1.36m in width and
0.28m in depth.  101, the lower fill was a mid brownish-grey silty sand with rare gravel
inclusions formed through a gradual accumulation of material.  The upper deposit (100)
was a  dark  brownish-grey  silty  sand.   The irregular  form and shape of  the  feature
suggests that it is a tree throw that was utilised in the Neolithic.
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Post medieval ditches
3.3.5 The north-south ditch  178  and  186  was truncated by  184.  Ditch  184  and  179  was a

west-north-west to east-south-east aligned ditch 1.74m wide, with a maximum depth of
0.34m.  The ditch had a single fill (183 and 180) of mid orange-brown silty sand and
contained modern brick and blue white china suggesting that it was a fairly recent field
boundary.

3.3.6 182 was also aligned on a west-north-west to east-south-east alignment at the eastern
end of the stripped area in Field 2. The ditch was 1.60m wide and 0.19m deep and had
a  single  fill  (181)  of  mid  orange-brown  silty  sand.   This  feature  may  relate  to  the
possible track way within field 3.  The fill contained post medieval glazed pottery and a
fragment of pig mandible.

Unphased pits and tree throws
3.3.7 Cut 76 was a sub-circular feature with gently sloping sides and a flattish base similar in

form to  71.   The feature, which is either a pit or a tree throw was 0.58m in diameter
and near to post hole  78.  The feature had a single fill (75) a mid greyish-brown silty
sand with rare gravel inclusions.  A single burnt fragment of worked flint was recovered
from this feature.

3.3.8 Cut  84  was an irregular amorphous feature with irregular sides and a concave base
and is probably a tree throw.  The probable tree throw contained two fills, a lower mid
yellow-brown naturally deposited sand (86) and an upper fill (85) of naturally deposited
light grey sand.

3.3.9 Pit 96  was located between pit 99  and ditch 94.  The pit was truncated by ditch 94.  96
was a circular steep sided feature with a diameter of 1.90m and a maximum depth of
0.80m.  It truncated pit  99.   The pit contained a single fill of mid greyish-brown sandy
silt.  A single, possibly intrusive, Iron object was recovered from this fill.

3.3.10 Cut 106  was a large circular feature underlying a spread of subsoil like material (121).
The feature had vertical sides with a diameter of 2.10m.  It was not fully excavated but
was dug to a maximum depth of 0.90m.  The feature had two fills.  The lower of these
fills (105) was a dark-mid grey silt  which seemed to have formed through a natural
accumulation.  The upper fill (104) was a pale grey silt.  The fill contained a fragment of
Early Neolithic 'Mildenhall' bowl from the top 0.05m which is likely to be intrusive.

3.3.11 A sub-circular  feature (71)  was identified as a pit  or  tree throw.   It  had moderately
sloping sides and a flat base.  The feature was 1.40m in length and had a maximum
width of 0.70m and a maximum depth of 0.17m.  It contained a single naturally formed
fill (72) which was a mid grey-brown sand with occasional rounded and angular stones
up to 100mm in size.

3.3.12 A small steep sided sub-rectangular pit or tree throw was located within the western
end of the field (154).  The feature was 2.10m long, 1.00m wide and 0.70m deep.  It
contained a single naturally formed mid grey-brown silty sand (153)

3.3.13 68  was an irregular moderately sloped feature with a flat  base.  It  had a maximum
length of 1.42m with a width of 0.78m and a depth of 0.16m.  The tree throw had a
single fill (67) a mid greyish-brown silty sand with rare gravel inclusions.

3.3.14 Feature 89 is an irregular linear shape.  With a length greater than 2.6m and a width of
0.80m  and  a  maximum  depth  of  0.17m.   The  feature  had  irregular  sides  and  an
irregular base.  The feature is most likely to be a natural feature, possibly a tree throw.
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It had a two fills (90) and (91).  90 was a light-mid brown silt with occasional rounded
stone inclusions and 91 was a light grey silt with occasional rounded stone inclusions.

3.3.15 89 was truncated by  87 which is likely to be another tree throw.  87   had a length
greater than 2.7m with a maximum width of 1.3m and a maximum depth of 0.27m.  87
contained a single fill (88) a mid brown silt with occasional angular stone inclusions. 

3.3.16 Cut 109 was located to the north of 106.  The feature was 1.04m in diameter and had a
depth greater than the excavated depth of 0.46m.  It contained two fills, 108 a natural
deposition of pale grey silt and 107 a mid greyish-brown silty sand.

3.3.17 118 was a large irregular shaped steep sided feature with a concave base, possibly a
very large tree throw.  The feature was 3.30m in length,  1.92m in width and 0.88m
deep.  It contained four fills.  The lower fill (155) was a pale brownish-grey sandy silt,
representing a primary depositional event.  The lower of the middle fills (156) was a mid
brown sandy silt, a secondary depositional event.  The upper of the middle fills (157)
was a secondary silting of a mid greyish-brown sandy silt with rare gravel inclusions.
The upper fill (158) was a pale brownish-grey sandy silt with rare gravel inclusions. 

3.3.18 A tree throw 114 was located at the western end of the excavated area in field 2.  The
feature was an amorphous irregular feature 2.10m in length with a maximum width of
0.50m and depth of 0.22.  It was filled with a natural accumulation of mixed greyish-
brown silty sand with occasional angular flint inclusions (113).

3.3.19 125 was a tree throw located at the mid point of field 2.  It was truncated by Ditch 123.
The  feature  was  1.20m  in  length,  0.41m  wide  and  0.20m  deep.   The  tree  throw
contained a single fill (124) a light yellow-grey firm sand.

3.3.20 Cut  130  was a natural feature, most likely a tree throw 1.40m long, 0.90m wide and
0.10m deep.  It contained a single fill (131) which was a mid grey-brown sandy silt with
rare gravel inclusions.  The tree throw is truncated by ditch (115)

3.3.21 Feature 132  was a sub rectangular tree throw measuring 1.20m long, 1.10 wide and
0.24m deep.  It contained a single fill (133) a mid brown sandy silt.  The feature was
also truncated by ditch (115).

3.3.22 Tree throw 134   was truncated by ditch (116) and was 0.22m wide and 0.34m deep.
The feature was filled by 135, a single naturally deposited mid grey-brown sandy silt.

3.3.23 136 was an irregular natural feature, most likely a tree throw, 0.80m long, 1.10m wide
and  0.26m  deep.   It  had  a  single  fill  (137)  that  was  a  mid  grey-brown  silty  sand
truncated by boundary ditch (117)

3.3.24 Tree throw 139  was 0.90m long, 1.11m wide and 0.25m deep, it was located in at the
eastern side of field 2.  The feature contained a single fill  (138) a mid to dark grey-
brown silty sand with patches of red and light grey.

3.3.25 An irregular linear feature (159) was located within the Eastern end of field 2 in an area
of tree throws including 162 and 165.  Tree throw (159) had a visible length of 2.20m
and extended under the southern baulk, it was 0.8m wide and 0.23m deep.  Whilst tree
throws 162  and 165 were 1.7m in diameter and 0.28m deep and 1.9m in diameter and
0.18m deep, respectively.  Tree throws 159, 162 and 165 all had two fills, the upper fill
of  all  three  features  was  a  dark  orange-brown  sandy  silt  (161,  164  and  167
respectively)  ,  whilst  the  lower  fill  was  a  mid  grey  sandy  silt  (160,  163  and  166
respectively).

3.3.26 169 was an irregular steep sided natural feature, likely to be a tree throw, with a width
of 1.36m and a depth of 0.44m.  A single 1m long intervention was excavated into the
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feature and revealed it had a single naturally deposited fill of dark brown-grey sandy
silt. 

3.3.27 Cut  171   had a single highly mixed fill  of mid orange-brown, light yellow, light yellow
grey  and  dark  grey-brown  sand  (170).   The  fill  was  heavily  disturbed  by  rooting
suggesting the feature was a tree throw, a slot 1.05m long, 1.25m wide and 0.66m deep
was excavated into the irregular steep sided feature.

3.3.28 Tree throw  173  was located in the area of ditch cuts  142, 147, 150  and  152.   The
feature was 1.50m in diameter with a depth of 0.5m  It contained a single fill (172) a
dark brown-grey sandy silt. 

Unphased Post Hole
3.3.29 A single post hole (78) was excavated in Field 2.  The post hole was a circular feature

with  vertical  sides  and a  flat  base containing a single  fill  (77).   77  was  a  naturally
deposited dark brownish-grey silty sand with rare gravel and charcoal inclusions.

Unphased ditches
3.3.30 A North South aligned boundary ditch (73) was located at the western end of Field 2.

The ditch had a maximum width of 1m and a maximum depth of 0.27m.  The U shaped
linear feature contained a single fill  (74) which was a mid yellow-brown sand formed
through natural accumulation.

3.3.31 112 was a second north south aligned boundary ditch similar in form to 73.  The ditch
was a  shallow U shape with  a  maximum width of  0.70m and a maximum depth of
0.20m.  The ditch was filled by 111 a secondary silting event of mid-dark reddish brown
silty sand.

3.3.32 A large V shaped boundary ditch (94) was excavated at the western side of Field 2
towards the mid point of the excavated area.  94 truncated earlier pits 96 and 99 and
was  aligned  on  a  north-east  to  south-west  orientation  (Fig.  2).   The  ditch  had  a
maximum width of 3m and a maximum depth of 1.26m.  There were two fills within the
ditch.  The lower (93) a primary slump of mid-light yellowish-brown sand.  This deposit
contained lenses of darker material suggesting it  formed over a period of time.  The
upper fill (92) was a gradually formed secondary silting event of mid reddish-brown silty
sand and contained a dump of fired clay.

3.3.33 Cuts  110, 115, 116  and 117   relate to a steep sided V shaped curvi-linear boundary
ditch aligned East to West.  The ditch had a maximum depth of 0.74m and a maximum
width of 1.2m.  The ditch was filled by 126,127,128 and 129 respectively.  The fill was a
mid yellowish-brown silt  with  rare gravel  inclusions.   Fill  126 contained 2 sherds of
extremely  abraded  Early  Neolithic  pottery  and  some  worked  flints,  however,  this
material is most likely  residual.

3.3.34 A small steep sided linear ditch 120 was 0.56m wide and 0.24m deep it had a slot 1.4m
long excavated into  it's  terminus.   No finds were found within the single fill  (119)  a
naturally mid grey-brown silty sand with rare gravel inclusions.

3.3.35 123  was a linear steep sided ditch running under the southern baulk of the stripped
area the ditch had a 1.05m long slot excavated into it's terminus and was 1.22m wide
and 0.30m deep.  The ditch contained a naturally deposited silting of mid grey-brown
silty sand.  The feature contained a single fragment of poorly preserved bone that is
likely to be intrusive.
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3.3.36 Two ditches were located  In the area of tree throw 173. The first ditch (142 and 150)
was on a north-west  to south-east alignment and was truncated by the second ditch
(147,144 and 152), which was aligned north-south.

3.3.37 Ditch  142  (Fig.  3)  and  150 was  a  steep  sided  V-shaped  ditch  0.75m wide  with  a
maximum depth of 0.38m.  Both excavated portions had two fills, the upper fill (140 and
148) was a secondary silting of  a mid red-brown sandy silt  with  occasional  angular
stone inclusions,  0.18m deep.   The lower fill  (141 and 149) was a water  deposited
silting of mid grey-brown sandy clay with a high proportion of iron pan present.  The
nature of the lower fill would suggest that the ditch was used in part for drainage.

3.3.38 The noth-south ditch (144,  147 and  152) was a shallow U shaped ditch with straight
sides.   The ditch  was between 0.5m and 0.4m wide and had a maximum depth  of
0.26m.  Cuts 144 and 152 had a single fill (143 and 151) which was a mid red-brown
silty sand.  147 had two fills, the upper fill (145) was the same as 143 and 151 and was
0.14m deep.  The lower fill (146) was 0.13m deep and a mid grey-brown sandy clay
similar to the lower fill of 142 and 150.  

3.3.39 Ditches 175 and 178/186 are parallel north-south aligned U shaped ditches which are
likely to be a double ditch boundary (Fig. 3).  175 had a single fill (174) a mid red-brown
silty sand and was 1.10m wide and 0.30m deep.  

3.3.40 178 and 186  had two fills, the lower fill(177) was only represented in  178 and was a
mid  yellow-brown  sand,  0.25m  deep;  whilst  the  upper  fill  (176  and  186)  was  a
secondary silting of mid red-brown silty sand, 0.40m deep.  The ditch was 1.30m wide
and had a total depth of 0.65m.

Unphased furrow
3.3.41 A single undated furrow (70)  was identified in Field 2.  The furrow had a maximum

width of 1.88m and a maximum depth of 0.16m, a single 1m slot was excavated.  The
ditch had shallow sloping sides and a bowl shaped base.  It contained a single naturally
deposited fill  (69) which was a mid greyish-brown silty sand and had a fragment of
collared urn of Early Bronze Age date.

Natural deposits
3.3.42 Deposit (103) was a naturally formed layer of mid greyish-brown silty sand sitting in a

natural depression/hollow to the east of cut 102.

3.3.43 121 was a spread of natural material.  It was a mid greyish-brown silty sand similar to
the surrounding subsoil and filled a hollow/depression sealing fills 104 and 107.

3.4   Field 3
3.4.1 Field 3 was located at  the Eastern end of the stripped area.  The field had a large

spread of material at the Western end by field 2 which was most likely a plough head.
A single ditch and a series of natural features or tree throws were also uncovered.

Unphased Ditch
3.4.2 A single ditch was identified within field 3 (188 and 190).  The ditch was a steep sided V

shape 1m wide and 0.4m deep and contained a secondary silting (187 and 189) of  mid
yellow-brown  too  mid  red-brown  sand  and  sandy  silt.   The  ditch  was  truncated  by
modern ploughing towards the south-west end.
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Unphased tree throws
3.4.3 A series of irregular tree throws were excavated across the area primarily focused in

the middle of Field 3.  Cuts  192, 194, 196, 198  and  200 were irregular features with
irregular sides with single mixed bioturbated fills (191, 193, 195, 197 and 199) of mid
grey-brown to light  purple-grey silty sand.  No finds were found within any of these
features.

Post medieval deposits
3.4.4 Layers (201 and 204) were made up of mixed subsoil with topsoil derived inclusions,

located at the Western edge of field 3.  These were identified as a plough head running
up against the north south aligned boundary between field 2 and field 3.  The layer was
0.20m deep and was made up of a mid grey-brown silty sand with frequent sub angular
flint inclusions.  

3.4.5 A possible metalled trackway was located running across the eastern edge of Field 2
and the western portion of Field 3 and was sealed by plough head (201).  The metalled
surface (202) was a mix of compacted gravel that was laid into a hollow (203) cut into
plough head (204).  As the surface was between the two plough heads it is likely to be
post medieval although no dating evidence was recovered.

3.5   Finds Summary

Lithics
3.5.1 A small assemblage of 210 struck flint artefacts were recovered from Fields 1 and 2.

The lithics were a mix of narrow flakes and blades with a small portion of tools.  The
majority of the assemblage came from pit  205  and ditch  42,  which truncated it, from
Field 1 and a natural feature 100, a tree throw, in Field 2.

3.5.2 The assemblage was dominated by good quality grey brown and blue grey flints and is
likely to have been surface collected from the vicinity.

3.5.3 The assemblage is characteristic of an Early Neolithic assemblage, however, some of
the unstratified material may relate to Late Bronze Age or Early Iron Age knapping.

Ceramics
3.5.4 Neolithic  pottery  of  'Mildenhall'  Bowls  including heavy out-turned and expanded rim

forms (c.3700-3500 BC) were recovered from ten features located in Fields 1 and 2.

3.5.5 A partial  horizontally  incised East  Anglian Beaker  was also recovered from Field 1,
dated to the Early Bronze Age.  A single fragment of ?Collared Urn was recovered from
Field 2.

3.5.6 A single base sherd of undiagnostic oxidised sandy coarse ware was  recovered from
Field  1 in  ditch  27.   The form of  the base would suggest  that  it  is  of  Roman date
(Wadeson, S. Pers. Comm.).

3.5.7 A single fragment of unstratified Later medieval Nib tile was also recovered (Atkins, R.
Pers. Comm.).

3.5.8 Four  pieces of  post  medieval  glazed china were also  recovered along with  modern
ceramic building material.
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3.6   Environmental Summary
3.6.1 A single identifiable fragment of pig mandible containing the 1st and 2nd molars was

recovered from one of the post medieval ditches at the eastern end of Field 2.  The jaw
fragment has a number of heavy chop marks on the lateral surface.  

3.6.2 Eleven  samples  were  taken  from  across  the  site.   The  majority  of  the  samples
contained a small amount of charcoal and in two ditch samples charred and heavily
abraded grain.  

3.6.3 Sample 4, from the fill of pit 57, was the only one to produce a significant assemblage
of weed seeds and barley grains, identified as 6 eared barley.  The barley grains have
been dated too 2350 BP. 
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Early Neolithic
4.1.1 A number of features excavated from the site were identified as Early Neolithic in date

from the pottery  and flint  recovered from them.  The majority of  the Early  Neolithic
features were irregular in form and size and likely to represent natural  features that
gained Neolithic material.

4.1.2 Two larger assemblages were recovered from pit 205 and natural feature 102.  These
both contained a mix of Early Neolithic 'Mildenhall' bowls and struck flint characteristic
with Early Neolithic knapping.

4.1.3 Pit 205 is potentially an Early Neolithic pit, although due to the truncation of the feature
by ditch 42 and its location against the southern baulk it is not possible to confirm this.

4.1.4 Early Neolithic pit groups have been known in Norfolk from sites such as Hurst Fen
(Clark et al. 1960) and Kilverstone (Garrow et. al. 2006).  Work carried out at nearby at
Ormesbury St. Michael also uncovered comparable pits (Gilmour 2012).

4.2   Bronze Age
4.2.1 Only one confirmed Bronze Age feature was identified during the excavation although

Bronze Age material was recovered from two features.  The horizontally incised East
Anglian  Beaker  was  likely  to  be  an  intentional  deposition  within  a  feature  that  was
backfilled rapidly.  It is likley, however, that some of the unphased features are Bronze
age in date (see below).

4.3   Iron Age
4.3.1 Evidence for  Iron Age occupation near the site  comes from the small  pit  57,  which

contained barley.  The grain was radiocarbon dated to 2350 BP.

4.4   Roman
4.4.1 A single sherd of probable Roman pottery was recovered from ditch fill (26).  However,

no  further  evidence  for  Roman  occupation  was  uncovered.   Although  some of  the
unphased ditches could potentially be Roman in date.

4.5   Post medieval
4.5.1 Two post medieval ditches were located in Field 2 and are aligned in the direction of the

metalled  surface  located  at  the  edge  of  Field  3  suggesting  that  they  are  part  of  a
trackway.

4.6   Unphased features
4.6.1 The majority of the features excavated were unphased.  A large number of these were

irregular tree throws.

4.6.2 However,  a  number  of  ditches,  of  varying  shape,  size  and  alignment,  were  also
uncovered.  It is therefore likely that the site has a number of phases of field systems.
These  could  date  from  as  early  as  the  Middle  Bronze  Age  although  some  of  the
features are likely to be more recent in date.

4.6.3 The nearby  excavation  of  Omersbury  St.  Micheal  has  identified  Middle  Bronze Age
ditches  that  are  potentially  comparable  (Gilmour).   Furthermore  the  field  systems
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identified by the Bacton pipeline at Grove Farm, Rollesby; Hall  Farm, Hemsby; Carr
Farm, Ormesby St Michaels; Nova Scotia Farm and West Road, Caister on Sea (Bates
forthcoming)  are likely to part of extensive field systems of suggested Middle Bronze
Age  dates.   As  the  excavation  of  these  ditches  often  fails  to  produce  significant
amounts of datable finds it is not beyond reason to suggest that at least some of the
ditches located within the development area are of Middle Bronze Age date.  

4.6.4 This supposition is further supported by the horizontally incised East Anglian Beaker
located in pit  44 which demonstrates Early Bronze Age activity within the area.  The
fragment  of  Collared  Urn  would  also  support  this  especially  as  the  feature  it  was
located in could be a Bronze age land division,  although is  more likely  to be more
recent furrow.

4.7   Significance
4.7.1 The evidence from the excavations along the route of the raising main demonstrate that

significant archaeological deposits survive in the region of Filby, as already confirmed
by  the  aerial  photograph  data.   Unfortunately  most  of  the  features  identified  were
unphased due to a sparsity of finds.

4.7.2 At  least  two  assemblages  of  intentionally  deposited  Early  Neolithic  material  where
identified within the excavation and could be indicative of Early Neolithic occupation
within the region, with remnants of the Neolithic land surface preserved in tree throws.

4.7.3 Further evidence for Early Bronze age land use was identified in pit 44.  The similarity
in some of the ditches to the Middle Bronze Age ditches located at nearby Ormsbury St
Micheal would suggest that some of the linear ditches are part of an extensive Middle
Bronze Age field system (Gilmour 2012).

4.7.4 The different alignments of the unphased ditches would suggest that a series of field
systems, potentially from the Middle Bronze Age onwards, are located in the region of
Filby.
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APPENDIX A.  CONTEXT INVENTORY

Field 1
General description Orientation E-W

Area stripped contained topsoil and subsoil overlying a number of
natural features, as well as archaeological ditches and pits.
Features dated from the Neolithic onwards

Avg. depth (m) 0.44

Width (m) 8

Length (m) 150

Contexts
context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

1 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil Lithic Modern

2 Layer - 0.22 Subsoil - -

3 Fill - 0.25 Fill of 4 Lithic -

4 Cut - 0.25 Cut of Pit/ditch - -

5 Fill 1 0.4 Fill of  6 Lithic -

6 Cut 1 0.4 Cut of Pit/ditch - -

7 Fill 1.1 0.25 Fill of 8 - -

8 Cut 1.1 0.25 Cut of Ditch - -

9 Fill 0.8 0.3 Fill of 10 Lithic -

10 Cut 0.8 0.3 Cut of pit - -

11 Fill 0.8 0.56 Fill of 12 Lithic -

12 Cut 0.8 0.56 Cut of ditch - -

13 Fill 0.6 0.2 Fill of 14 Lithic -

14 Cut 0.6 0.2 Cut of pit - -

15 Fill 0.94 0.58 Fill of 16 Lithic -

16 Cut 0.94 0.58 Cut of ditch - -

17 Fill 0.76 0.28 Fill of 20 - -

18 Fill 0.36 0.08 Fill of 20 - -

19 Fill 0.7 0.25 Fill of 20 - -

20 Cut 1.2 0.3 Cut of Pit - -

21 Layer 5.5 0.2 Natural Deposit Lithic -

22 Fill 1.96 0.68 Fill of 24 Lithic -

23 Fill 0.38 0.24 Fill of 24 - -

24 Cut 1.96 0.92 Cut of Ditch - -

25 Cut 1.2 0.36 Cut of Ditch - -

26 Fill Fill of 25 Lithic -

27 Fill 1.78 0.56 Fill of 29 Pot Romano-British

28 Fill 0.62 0.08 Fill of 29 - -

29 Cut 1.78 0.62 Cut of Ditch - -
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context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds Date

30 Cut 1.2 0.4 Natural Feature - -

31 Fill 1 0.4 Fill of 30 - -

32 Fill 0.4 0.4 Fill of 30 - -

33 Fill 0.55 0.3 Fill of 34 - -

34 Cut 0.55 0.3 Cut of Ditch - -

35 Fill 0.2 Fill of 36 - -

36 Cut 0.2 Cut of Ditch - -

37 Fill 0.75 0.25 Fill of 38 - -

38 Cut 0.75 0.25 Cut of Ditch - -

39 Fill 1.2 0.5 Fill of 42 Lithic/Pot Early Neolithic

40 Fill 0.8 0.2 Fill of 42 Lithic/Pot Early Neolithic

41 Fill 2 0.4 Fill of 42 Lithic -

42 Cut 2 0.6 Cut of Ditch - -

43 Fill 0.5 0.12 Fill of 44 Pot Bronze Age

44 Cut 0.5 0.12 Cut of pit - -

45 Cut 1.1 0.24 Cut of Pit - -

46 Fill Fill of 45 - -

47 Fill Fill of 45 - -

48 Cut 1.1 0.45 Cut of Natural Feature - -

49 Fill 0.3 0.45 Fill of 48 - -

50 Fill 0.8 0.3 Fill of 48 - -

51 Fill 0.72 0.24 Fill of 52 - -

52 Cut 0.72 0.24 Cut of pit - -

53 Fill 0.8 0.22 Fill of 55 Lithic -

54 Fill 0.5 0.22 Fill of 55 - -

55 Cut Cut of Pit - -

56 Fill 0.57 0.2 Fill of 57 - -

57 Cut 0.58 0.2 Cut of Pit - -

58 Cut 1.2 0.2 Cut of Pit - -

59 Fill Fill of 58 - -

60 Cut 0.54 0.36 Cut of Pit - -

61 Fill 0.54 0.36 Fill of 60 - -

62 Cut 0.4 Cut of Pit - -

63 Fill Fill of 62 - -

64 Fill Fill of 66 Lithic -

65 VOID - -

66 Cut Cut of Ditch - -
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context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

205 Cut Cut of Pit Lithics/Pot Early Neolithic

Field 2
General description Orientation E-W

Area stripped contained topsoil and subsoil overlying a number of
natural features, as well as archaeological ditches and pits.
Features dated from the Neolithic onwards

Avg. depth (m) 0.44

Width (m) 8

Length (m) 200

Contexts
context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

67 Fill 0.78 0.16 Fill of 68 - -

68 Cut 0.78 0.16 Cut of Tree throw - -

69 Fill 1.88 0.16 Fill of 70 Pot Bronze Age

70 Cut 1.88 0.16 Cut of furrow - -

71 Cut 0.7 0.17 Cut of pit - -

72 Fill 0.7 0.17 Fill of 71 Lithics -

73 Cut 1 0.27 Cut of Ditch - -

74 Fill 1 0.27 Fill of 73 - -

75 Fill 0.58 0.04 Fill of 76 - -

76 Cut 0.58 0.04 Cut of Tree throw - -

77 Fill 0.24 0.16 Fill of 78 - -

78 Cut 0.24 0.16 Cut of post hole - -

79 Fill 1 0.1 Fill of 94 - -

80 Fill 1.34 0.4 Fill of 83 Pot Early Neolithic

81 Fill 0.2 0.42 Fill of 83 - -

82 Fill 0.8 0.48 Fill of 83 - -

83 Cut 1.34 0.48 Cut of Tree Throw - -

84 Cut 1.1 0.3 Cut of Tree Throw - -

85 Fill Fill of 84 - -

86 Fill Fill of  84 Lithics -

87 Cut 1.3 0.27 Cut of Tree Throw - -

88 Fill 1.3 0.27 Fill of 87 - -

89 Cut 0.8 0.17 Cut of Pit - -

90 Fill 0.8 0.17 Fill of 89 - -

91 Fill 0.25 0.2 Fill of 89 - -

92 Fill 3 0.76 Fill of 94 Lithics -

93 Fill 1.34 0.5 Fill of 94 - -

94 Cut 3 1.26 Cut of Ditch - -

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 25 of 43 Report Number 1399



context
no type Width

(m)
Dept.2h
(m).4 comment finds date

95 Fill 1.9 0.8 Fill of 96 - -

96 Cut 1.9 0.8 Cut of PIt - -

97 Fill 0.6 0.6 Fill of 99 Lithics/Pot Early Neolithic

98 Fill 0.8 0.24 Fill of 99 Lithics Early Neolithic

99 Cut 1.2 0.28 Cut of pit - -

100 Fill 0.54 0.28 Fill of 102 Lithics/Cer
amics Early Neolithic

101 Fill 1.22 0.08 Fill of 102 - -

102 Cut 1.36 0.9 Cut of Tree throw - -

103 Layer 1 0.4 Natural Layer - -

104 Fill 2.1 0.9 Fill of 106 Pot Early Neolithic

105 Fill 1.6 0.2 Fill of 106 - -

106 Cut 2.1 0.46 Cut of Natural Feature - -

107 Fill 0.8 0.46 Fill of 109 - -

108 Fill 1.04 0.7 Fill of 109 - -

109 Cut 1.04 0.2 Cut of Natural Feature - -

110 Cut 1.2 0.22 Cut of Ditch - -

111 Fill 0.7 0.22 Fill of 112 Pot Early Neolithic

112 Fill 0.7 0.74 Cut of Ditch - -

113 Cut 0.5 0.72 Fill of 114 - -

114 Fill 0.5 0.68 Cut of Tree Throw - -

115 Cut 0.8 0.88 Cut of Ditch - -

116 Cut 1.04 0.24 Cut of Ditch - -

117 Cut 0.54 0.24 Cut of Ditch - -

118 Cut 1.92 0.18 Cut of Tree Throw - -

119 Fill 0.56 0.3 Fill of 120 - -

120 Cut 0.56 0.3 Cut of Ditch - -

121 Layer 0.18 Natural Layer - -

122 Fill 1.22 0.3 Fill of 123 Lithics -

123 Cut 1.22 0.3 Cut of Ditch - -

124 Fill 0.41 0.2 Fill of 125 - -

125 Cut 0.41 0.2 Cut of Tree Throw - -

126 Fill 1.2 0.7 Fill of 110 Lithics/Pot Early Neolithic

127 Fill 0.8 0.74 Fill of 115 - -

128 Fill 1.04 0.72 Fill of 116 - -

129 Fill 0.54 0.68 Fill of 117 - -

130 Cut 0.9 0.1 Cut of Tree Throw - -
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context
no type Width.

(m)
Depth
(m) comment Finds Date

131 Fill 0.9 0.1 Fill of 130 - -

132 Cut 1.1 0.24 Cut of Tree Throw - -

133 Fill 1.1 0.24 Fill of 132 - -

134 Cut 0.22 0.34 Cut of Natural Feature? - -

135 Fill 0.22 0.34 Fill of 134 - -

136 Cut 1.1 0.26 Cut of Tree Throw - -

137 Fill 1.1 0.26 Fill of 136 - -

138 Fill 1.11 0.25 Fill of 139 - -

139 Cut 1.11 0.25 Cut of Tree Throw - -

140 Fill 0.75 0.18 Fill of 142 Lithics/Pot Early Neolithic

141 Fill 0.45 0.2 Fill of 142 - -

142 Cut 0.75 0.38 Cut of Ditch - -

143 Fill 0.5 0.15 Fill of 144 - -

144 Cut 0.5 0.15 Cut of Ditch - -

145 Fill 0.4 0.14 Fill of 147 Lithics -

146 Fill 0.25 0.13 Fill of 147 - -

147 Cut 0.4 0.26 Cut of Ditch - -

148 Fill 0.2 0.15 Fill of 150 - -

149 Fill 0.1 0.1 Fill of 150 - -

150 Cut 0.2 0.26 Cut of Ditch - -

151 Cut 0.2 0.17 Fill of 152 - -

152 Cut 0.2 0.17 Cut of Ditch - -

153 Fill 1 0.7 Fill of 154 - -

154 Cut 1 0.7 Cut of Pit? - -

155 Fill 0.6 0.42 Fill of  118 - -

156 Fill 1.2 0.72 Fill of 118 - -

157 Fill 0.64 0.4 Fill of 118 - -

158 0.42 0.1 Fill of 118 - -

159 Cut 0.8 0.23 Cut of tree throw - -

160 Fill 0.25 0.13 Fill of 159 - -

161 Fill 0.6 0.13 Fill of 159 - -

162 Cut 1.7 0.28 Cut of Tree Bowl - -

163 Fill 0.4 0.29 Fill of 162 - -

164 Fill 0.95 0.28 Fill of 162 - -

165 Cut 1.9 0.18 Cut of Tree Throw - -

166 Fill 1.9 0.13 Fill of 165 - -

167 Fill 0.89 0.1 Fill of 165 - -
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context
no type Width(

m)
Depth
(m) comment Finds date

168 Fill 1.36 0.44 Fill of 169 - -

169 Cut 1.36 0.44 Cut of Tree Throw - -

170 Fill 1.25 0.66 Fill of 171 Lithics -

171 Cut 1.25 0.66 Cut of Tree Throw - -

172 Fill 1.5 0.5 Fill of 173 - -

173 Cut 1.5 0.5 Cut of Tree Throw - -

174 Fill 1.1 0.3 Fill of 175 - -

175 Cut 1.1 0.3 Cut of Ditch - -

176 Fill 1.3 0.4 Fill of 178 - -

177 Cut 0.5 0.25 Fill of 178 - -

178 Cut 1.3 0.65 Cut of Ditch - -

179 Cut 1.74 0.34 Cut of Ditch - -

180 Fill 1.74 0.34 Fill of 179 - -

181 Fill 1.6 0.19 Fill of 182 Lithics -

182 Cut 1.6 0.19 Cut of Furrow - -

183 Fill 0.5 0.35 Fill of 184 - -

184 Cut 0.5 0.35 Cut of Ditch - -

185 Fill 0.3 0.25 Fill of 186 - -

186 Cut Cut of Ditch - -

Field 3
General description Orientation E-W

Trench consisted of Topsoil and subsoil overlying undated
archaeological and natural features and modern plough heads

Avg. depth (m) 0.44

Width (m) 8

Length (m) 150

Contexts
context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

187 Fill Fill of 188 - -

188 Cut Cut of Ditch - -

189 Fill Fill of 190 - -

190 Cut Cut of Ditch - -

191 Fill 0.9 0.42 Fill of 192 - -

192 Cut 0.9 0.42 Cut of Tree Throw - -

193 Fill 1.28 0.14 Fill of 194 - -

194 Cut 1.28 0.14 Cut of Tree Throw - -

195 Fill 0.92 0.1 Fill of 196 - -
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context
no type Width

(m)
Depth
(m) comment finds date

196 Cut 0.92 0.1 Cut of Tree Throw - -

197 Fill 0.62 0.12 Fill of 198 - -

198 Cut 0.62 0.12 Cut of Tree Throw - -

199 Fill 0.66 0.42 Fill of 200 - -

200 Cut 0.66 0.42 Cut of Tree Throw - -

201 Layer 4.2 0.1 Plough Head - Modern

202 Layer 3.3 0.08 Surface/Trackway - Modern

203 Cut 3.3 0.08 Cut for Surface/Trackway
202 - Modern

204 Layer 4.2 0.2 Plough Head - Modern
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APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Flint

By Anthony Haskins

B.1.1  Introduction
B.1.2  An  assemblage  of  210  lithics  was  submitted  for  assessment  from two  sites  on  the

above pipeline. This report describes the preliminary quantification and assessment of
the assemblage  identifying its technological traits and chronological indicators. Based
on these preliminary findings the report  recommends that  a small  amount  of  further
work is required.

B.1.3  Methodology
B.1.4  For the purposes of this report individual artefacts were scanned and then assigned to a

category within a simple lithic classification system (Table 1 and 2). Unmodified flakes
were  assigned  to  an  arbitrary  size  scale  in  order  to  identify  the  range  of  debitage
present  within  the  assemblage.   Edge  retouched  and  utilised  pieces  were  also
characterised.  Beyond  this  no  detailed  metrical  or  technological  recording  was
undertaken  during  the  preliminary  analysis.  The  results  of  this  report  are  therefore
based on a rapid assessment of the assemblage and could change if further work is
undertaken. 

B.1.5  Quantification
B.1.6  The material assessed from the pipeline can be split into two groups, material from field

1 and material from field 2.  Eighty three pieces of material were recovered from Field
one  and  one  hundred  and  twenty  seven  lithics  were  recovered  from Field  2.   The
recovered material was spread over a number of features within these two areas and
from surface collection during machine stripping.
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Table 1. Flint quantification data for Field 1

CONTEXT NO. 1 3 5 9 11 13 15 21 22 26 39 40 41 50 53 64 Field 1 totals
TYPE SUB TYPE CLASSIFICATION
core technology

core trimming 2 2
flakes  (>50mm) secondary 1 1 2
flakes  (>25mm <50mm) primary 1 1 2

secondary 1 1 2 1 1 3 5 1 15
tertiary 1 1 1 1 1 5
b roken 1 2 1 1 1 6

flakes  (>10mm <25mm) primary 1 1
secondary 1 1 1 1 4
tertiary 1 2 2 5
b roken 1 5 1 7

small flakes (<10mm) 1 1 1 3
blades (all s izes) tertiary 7 1 8

b roken 2 2
chunks/angular shatter (>50mm) 1 1
chunks/angular shatter (<50mm) 3 3
retouched tools misc retouched b lade 2 2

misc retouched flake 1 1 2
1 1

edge wear – flake 1 1
edge wear – b lade 2 2

burnt flint (all types) 1 3 3 7
other natural flint and stone 1 1 2

Totals 1 1 1 1 4 2 2 2 6 3 37 16 1 3 1 2 83

Denticulated b lade



B.1.7  Table 2.  Flint quantification data for Field 2

CONTEXT NO. 72 86 92 97 98 100 111 122 126 140 145 170 181 99999 Field 2 Totals
Type SUB TYPE CLASSIFICATION
core technology core

Platform at right angles 1 1
single platform 1 1 2
core trimming 1 1 2

flakes (>50mm) secondary 1 1 2
tertiary 1 1
broken 1 1 2

flakes (>25mm <50mm) secondary 1 2 7 1 1 8 20
tertiary 1 1
broken 3 3

flakes (>10mm <25mm) primary 1 1
secondary 1 4 1 1 7
tertiary 3 8 1 12
broken 1 2 3

small flakes (<10mm) 5 1 6
blades (all sizes) secondary 1 1 2 4

tertiary 1 1 2 4
broken 1 1 11 1 1 15

chunks/angular shatter (>50mm) 1 1
chunks/angular shatter (<50mm) 6 1 1 2 1 1 12
retouched tools awl 1 1

misc retouched flake 1 1 2 4
scraper 1 1

burnt flint (all types) 4 12 2 1 19
other natural flint and stone 1 2 3



B.1.8  Field 1
B.1.9  64% of the material recovered from Field 1 was located in fills (39) and (40).  the remaining

36% of the material  was recovered from 12 contexts,  numbers.  These are a mixture of
small man made pits and natural hollows and tree throws.

B.1.10  74% (62 lithics) of the lithics from field 1 are debitage.  The material is composed of a mix of
blades and flakes.  43% of the debitage are flakes between 10mm and 25mm in length, the
majority  of  these (15 of  28 flakes)  were secondary flakes.   Two of  the flakes within the
assemblage are core trimming flakes.  

B.1.11  10% (8  lithics)  of  the  material  has  been  identified  as  either  retouched  tools  or  utilised
material, with the majority of the pieces showing signs of miscellaneous retouch. 

B.1.12  The remaining 16% of material can be attributed to angular shatter and chunks, natural flint
and burnt material.

B.1.13  Field 2
B.1.14  Within Field 2 22% of the assemblage was unstratified material (28 flints) recovered from

surface walkover and collection during machining.

B.1.15  39%  of  the material  recovered in Field 2 was from (100) and 20% of the material  was
recovered from (92).  The remaining 17% of material spread across 11 contexts, numbers.

B.1.16  Assessment
B.1.17  Raw Material

B.1.18  The  raw  material  was  a  translucent  mid  grey  brown  colour,  occasional  fragments  of  a
opaque dark blue grey flint and a translucent dark blue grey flint.  The cortex where present
was generally chalky and an off white colour although some material was smooth and mid
grey in colour.  The cortex was heavily rounded and tended to be of a uniform thickness with
some areas of the exposed surfaces under going recortification and signs of incipient cones.
The  raw  material  is  therefore  likely  to  be  sourced  from  the  local  glacial  tills.   This  is
supported by the similarity in quality and colour of the locally available glacially deposited
material, collected on the site.

B.1.19  Core technology – Field 1
B.1.20  Within field 1 two core trimming flakes were recovered.  The larger, of the two, flakes was

struck by hard hammer to remove an area of stepped terminations near the strike platform
to maintain the cores workability.

B.1.21  The smaller flake involved the removal of the part of the core platform, either as an attempt
to rejuvenate the platform or start blade production using the old platform as a guide.  This
has  been  suggested  to  be  a  form  of  working  associated  with  Early  Neolithic  and  Late
Mesolithic flint working (Butler 2005 and Balin and Johnson 2005).

B.1.22  Core technology - Field 2
B.1.23  A core with platforms at right angles and two single platform cores were recovered from field

2.  Two core trimming flakes were also identified. The Platform at right  angles core was
recovered from the upper fill  of a large boundary ditch (92) and is likely to be part of an
assemblage of residual material.  

B.1.24  The platform at right angles core and the smaller of the two single platform cores (recovered
from context 181) both underwent structured working where flakes and blades were taken



from the platforms, working into the main body of the core, which were abandoned as the
platforms were exhausted.   

B.1.25  The platform at right angles core has an area of cortex and some surfaces showing signs of
recortifcation  in  areas  away  from the  worked  aspects.   The  core  is  likely  to  be  locally
sourced material.

B.1.26  The small single platform core from (181) is a small nodule (30mm max. dimension) with a
thick cortext, which covers the majority of the core except for the platform and worked face.

B.1.27  The  core  again  shows  well  structured  working  with  good  platform  preparation  and
demonstrate well controlled removals.  The flake scars present suggest that the user was
trying to produce either blades or narrow flakes implying an early Neolithic date.

B.1.28  The unstratified core from Field 2 is  of  a similar  material  to the cores from Field  1 and
context 181. Again the core shows signs of structured working although with less platform
preparation and less controlled removals than the previous cores.   The core also shows
areas heavily damaged with incipient cones where removals have been attempted but failed,
either due to a poor platform angle or striking too far back from the platform edge.  The
poorer quality of working would suggest that this core is of a more recent date potentially
Late Bronze Age  or was carried out by a much less skilled worker than the previous cores.

B.1.29  Debitage – Field 1
B.1.30  The debitage recovered from field 1 was mainly composed of flakes between 10mm and

25mm in length with a mix of primary, secondary and tertiary removals.  The vast majority of
the unworked flakes were secondary removals.  This would imply that initial core working
was carried out on or near to the site.  The lack of tertiary flakes would suggest that either
the material was removed and worked elsewhere with only core preparation carried out near
to the site or that small  flint  nodules were used to create cores due to the raw material
readily available on site. The size of the recovered cores and the lack of larger material
would support this argument.

B.1.31  The large majority of the material was recovered from contexts 39 and 40.  The fills of a
truncated pit and ditch that truncated the pit.  The material is mostly the same mid greyish
brown translucent flint and is a mixture of blade and narrow flakes with occasional larger
primary and secondary flakes suggesting that  a  number of  stages of  core reduction are
present within the deposited material.  The similarity of the material across the two fills and
the evidence of all stages of reduction and working of the flint would suggest the material
comes from a single episode of core reduction, deposited in the pit and later redeposited
into the ditch.  

B.1.32  The diffuse  bulbs  of  percussion  and  the  evidence of  lipping  on  some of  the  flakes  the
material demonstrates the material was worked using a soft hammer.

B.1.33  Debitage - Field 2
B.1.34  The material recovered from field two was again mainly residual material recovered form a

number  of  small  features,  however,  the  material  from context  100  is  likely  to  be  in-situ
working or a dump of material.  Context 100 contained 39% of the material recovered from
Field 2 (51% of the stratified material).

B.1.35  The material is a mix of small flakes and blades, with a couple of larger flakes and a large
fragment of angular shatter.  The similarity of the material and structured working implied by
the  parallel  flakes  scars,   narrow  flakes,  blades  and  core  trimming  would  suggest  the
material is derived from a single structured core reduction event, as with the material from
contexts 39 and 40 in Field 1.



B.1.36  Tools
B.1.37  The large majority, 71% of the retouched material recovered from the two fields are pieces

showing signs of generic retouch.

B.1.38  Specifically two flakes with edge retouch from contexts 1, the fill of a small pit (2), and 53,
the upper fill of pit (55) in field 1.  The flakes having semi-abrupt retouch extending around
part of the margin of the flake.  Two retouched blades were also recovered from Field 1
within context 40 the fill of the truncated pit (205).  These again had generic semi-abrupt
retouch around part of the lateral edges.  None of these items are identifiable tool forms and
were likely made as expedient tools for a single task.

B.1.39  Four flakes with retouch were recovered from Field 2. Two were recovered from the plough
soil  and  may  actually  be  damage  caused  by  ploughing  as  the  retouch  is  irregular  and
uneven.  However, as later prehistoric material has been identified from within the recovered
material they could be expedient tools.  The remaining two were recovered from contexts
92, the upper fill of a large boundary ditch (94) and 170 the fill of a large tree throw (171).

B.1.40  However, the remaining 21% of the material (three lithics) were identifiable tool forms.

B.1.41  A single denticulated blade was recovered from 9 the fill of a small pit (10) in Field 1.  The
blade has small retouch down one lateral edge and signs of edge gloss along the retouched
edge.

B.1.42  The remaining tools were recovered from surface collected material within Field 2.  They
include a poorly constructed scraper on a thick secondary flake with semi abrupt retouch
around the distal portion.  The scraper is likely to date from the later prehistory.

B.1.43  The final recovered tool form was an awl constructed on a large broad blade which was
truncated at right angles at the distal end and had retouch to form the point extending part
way up the right lateral edge.

B.1.44  Conclusion
B.1.45  The  material  recovered  from the  two  fields  is  indicative  of  Early  Neolithic  flint  working,

although a small portion of recovered material may be of Late Bronze or Early Iron Age in
date.

B.1.46  The recovered lithics were similar in form and typology across both Fields with a mix of
small narrow flakes and blade forms generally spread across a large number of features.
However, the material from pit (205) and from natural feature (102) are both indicative of
insitu  core  reduction  with  a  spread  of  small  and  larger  flakes  from  various  stages  of
reduction most likely associated with Early Neolithic workings.

B.1.47  Statement of Potential and Recommendations for Further Work
B.1.48  Due to the lack of excavated prehistoric sites in the area it is important that the assemblage

as  it  stands  is  at  least  contextulaised  within  the  prehistoric  landscape,  especially
considering it's nearness to the Bronze Age field systems within Omrsbury.



B.2  Pottery

By Mark Knight

Assessment
B.2.1  The assemblage comprised 149 sherds of Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pottery weighing

731g. The majority of the material consisted of small plain body sherds most of which were in
good condition. Feature sherds included 9 rim, 5 base and 30 decorated pieces. Thin and
thick walled fragments were present and the fabric range incorporated two main types: flint-
rich or grog-rich. The former fabric type (F1) showed some variation especially in terms of the
size of the burnt flint inclusions and quantity of sand admixture. The grog rich fabric could be
separated into two groups: F2 – medium hard (soapy) with large grog; or F3 – medium hard
(abrasive) with small grog and sand. Several of the Fabric 1 sherds also had internally and
externally applied slips. 

B.2.2  Three different traditions were identified and these included plain Mildenhall (Early Neolithic),
Beaker (Early Bronze Age) and a possible Collared Urn (Early Bronze Age). The first of these
comprised  an  assemblage  made  up  of  fragments  of  several  different  vessels  (as
characterised by different wall thicknesses, fabrics and rim types); the second, a single East
Anglian style Beaker; and the third, one sherd belonging to a grog-rich thick walled form.

Number Weight MSW Fabric

Early Neolithic 98 585 (80.0%) 5.9 1

Beaker 50 136 (18.6%) 2.7 2

?Collared Urn 1 10 (1.4%) 10 3

149 731 4.9
Table 3.  Pottery Breakdown

Early Neolithic – plain ‘Mildenhall’
B.2.3  The  Early  Neolithic  component  made  up  the  bulk  of  the  assemblage  (80%  by  weight),

belonged to Fabric 1 group and incorporated plain body sherds with slight curvatures. Rims
were heavy, out-turned or externally thickened varieties typical of Early Neolithic forms such
as  the  regionally  distinct  Mildenhall  wares  (Clark  et  al  1960).  An  absence  of  decoration
conforms to other Early Neolithic bowl assemblages from Norfolk (Wainwright 1972, Whittle et
al 2011). Similarly, the variation in the condition suggested different post-breakage histories
(i.e. burnt, weathered, pristine; Garrow et al 2005, Knight 2006). Contexts 27, 39, 40, 80, 97,
100, 104, 111, 126 and 140 all produced fragments of this type. Of these intercutting contexts
39 and 40 generated over half of the total weight (320g) whereas the next largest component
came from the upper fills of tree-throw features 80 and 100 equalled 220g. 

Early Bronze Age – Beaker
B.2.4  A complete profile of an East Anglian style Beaker (Clark 1970) decorated with crude incised

parallel horizontal lines made with uneven pressure (all-over) was recovered from context 43.
Amongst  the  50  refitting  sherds  that  made  up  this  vessel,  3  were  rims,  5  base  and  30
decorated. The vessel form was globular, its rim was simple, whilst its base had a squeezed-
out protruding foot.

Early Bronze Age – Collared Urn
B.2.5  Context  69  produced  a  single  thick-walled  sherd  made  of  a  soapy  grog-rich  fabric

characteristic of Early Bronze Age urns including the Collared Urn variety (Longworth 1984).



Discussion 
B.2.6  The Early  Neolithic  assemblage  can be  added  to  the  ever  growing  corpus  of  settlement

generated collections that appear to have a discernable Norfolk focus (Whittle et  al  2011,
333).  A contextual  distinction has been made between ostensibly  plain  assemblages  and
those containing decorated forms, suggesting that the former tended to be associated with so-
called  natural  features,  whereas the latter,  purposely  dug pits  (ibid,  338).  A chronological
distinction has also been suggested although yet to be proven. The relationship here was less
distinct in that it was a pit feature (40) and a ditch (39) that cut the pit, which generated the
larger part of the overall Early Neolithic pottery (54.7% by weight). 



APPENDIX C.  ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

C.1      Environmental samples

By Rachel Fosberry

C.1.1  Introduction and methods
Ten bulk samples were taken from across the excavated area and were submitted for an
initial  appraisal.  An additional  sample was taken of  the remaining contents of  a ceramic
beaker from context 43.

One bucket (up to ten litres) of each sample were processed by water flotation (using a
modified Siraff three-tank system) for the recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence
and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The flot was collected in a 0.3mm
nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a 0.5mm sieve. Both flot and residue were
allowed to  air  dry.  The dried residue was passed through 5mm and 2mm sieves and a
magnet  was  dragged  through  each  resulting  fraction  prior  to  sorting  for  artefacts.  Any
artefacts present were noted and reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. The flot was
examined under a binocular microscope at x16 magnification and the presence of any plant
remains  or  other  artefacts  are  noted  on  Table  x. Identification  of  plant  remains  is  with
reference  to  the  Digital  Seed  Atlas  of  the  Netherlands  and  the  authors'  own  reference
collection. 

C.1.2  Quantification
For the purpose of this initial assessment, items  such as seeds, cereal grains and small
animal  bones  have  been  scanned  and  recorded  qualitatively  according  to  the  following
categories.  

# = 1-10, ## = 11-50, ### = 51+ specimens

Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal have been scored for abundance

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

C.1.3  Results
The results are recorded on Table 4.

Sample
No.

Context
No. Cut No.

Feature
Type Comments

Cereal
s

Weed
Seeds

Charco
al

<2mm

Charco
al >

2mm Flot comments
residue
contents

1 39 42 Ditch
upper organic ditch fill
poss Neo 0 0 +++ +++ Charcoal only flint

2 40 42 Ditch lower ditch fill # 0 ++ +++ single indet grain pottery

3 53 55 Pit
upper fill of pit or tree
throw # 0 ++ ++ single indet grain no finds

4 56 57 Pit
fill of small pit containing
burnt clay ## # ++ ++

Charred grain ## , weed
seeds # no finds

5 129 117 Ditch ditch terminus 0 0 + + Sparse charcoal no finds

6 79 94 Ditch
burnt clay dump in top of
ditch 0 0 ++ ++ fired clay fragments no finds



7 140 142 Ditch upper  fillof undated ditch 0 0 + + Sparse charcoal no finds

8 141 142 Ditch lower fill of undated ditch 0 0 ++ + fired clay fragments no finds

9 174 175 Ditch
fill of undated shallow
ditch 0 0 ++ ++ Charcoal only no finds

10 177 178 Ditch
fill of undated shallow
ditch 0 0 + + Sparse charcoal no finds

11 43 vessel contents of beaker vessel 0 0 + 0 Sparse charcoal no finds

Table 4. Results 

Preservation  is  by  charring  with  no  evidence  of  preservation  by  waterlogging  or
mineralisation. Charcoal occurs in all of the samples but in relatively low quantity. Charred
plant remains are generally scarce; the only significant assemblage occuring in Sample 4, fill
56  of  small,  undated  pit  57 which  contains  charred  grains  of  six-row  barley  (Hordeum
vulgare),  occasional  wheat  grains  (Triticum sp.)  along  with  single  seeds  of  plants  that
commonly grow on cultivated soils  including brome (Bromus sp.),  cleavers  (Galium sp.),
vetch (Vicia sp.) and pale persicaria (Persicaria lapathifolia). 

Single cereal grains were noted in the flots of Sample 2, fill 40 of ditch 42 and Sample 3, fill
53 of pit 55.  They are abraded and are only identifiable as cereals by their characteristic
dense honeycomb structure. 

Discussion
The  majority  of  the  samples  produced  small  flot  volumes  with  very  few  charred  plant
remains.  Wood  charcoal  provides  evidence  of  burning  but  is  of  insufficient  quantity  for
species identification.  The cereal grains recovered from samples 2 and 3 were extremely
abraded and and this suggests that the grains may not be contemporary with the deposit or
had degraded prior to accidental depostion within the feature.

The only sample to produce a significant charred plant assemblage is sample 4. The barley
grains recovered are small  in size suggesting six-row barley which was the variety most
commonly grown in the neolithic period. Barley is the oldest cereal cultivated in Britain and
was most likely used in soup and stews and the brewing of beer. No chaff was recovered
which could have aided identification of the wheat grown.  All of the weed seeds recovered
are likely to be crop contaminants that were harvested along with the cereals. Cleavers are
autumn-germinating weeds and are more likely to be contaminants of a wheat crop sown in
the autumn. Barley is sown in spring. 

Further work and Methods Statement
C.1.1  In the absence of  any other dating evidence it  may be possible to radiocarbon date the

cereal grains recovered from sample 4, pit 57.

The low density of charred plant macrofossils in this assemblage limits interpretation of the
features sampled. It is not considered that full analysis would add significantly to this and
further work is not recommended.
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Figure 1: Site location. Scale 1:12500 
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Figure 2:  Trench 3, Sections 10, 15, 17 and 32. Scale 1:25 and 1:50
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Figure 3: Trench 2, Sections 46, 59, 60 and 73.  Scale 1:25    
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Figure 4:  Plan of Fields 1 and 3

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number ____

1:400

20 m0



Figure 5:  Plan of Field 2
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Plate 2: Example of Natural Feature 

Plate 1: Neolithic pit [205] and Ditch [42] 
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Plate 3: Large boundary ditch [94]
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