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Summary

Between the 8th of January and the 13th of February 2018, Oxford Archaeology
East (OA East) conducted an archaeological evaluation on land on the eastern
edge of Soham, Cambridgeshire (centred on TL 5970 7365). This land was
enclosed by Paddock Street and East Fen Common to the south east, Qua Fen
Common to the north, Brewhouse Lane to the south west and the A142 to the
north east. The site lies within an area of high archaeological potential, located
on an island in the fens that has been occupied since the Neolithic period. The
evaluation consisted of the first phase of archaeological intrusive investigation
across six fields. In this phase four fields were examined (Fields 2 5).

The evaluation revealed archaeological remains spanning the medieval and
post medieval periods, with additional isolated prehistoric remains. Artefacts
that were recovered included 10 incomplete iron nails; Iron Age, Roman and
Saxon pottery amongst a predominantly medieval assemblage of moderately
abraded pottery; 18th and 19th century clay pipe fragments; medieval and post
medieval CBM with some Roman material, a small assemblage of 19th to 20th
century glass; a small quantity of Mesolithic, earlier and later Neolithic and Early
Bronze Age flint; 14kg of animal bone that was dominated by cattle and
sheep/goat, but also included amphibian, bird and small mammal bones
recovered from environmental samples. The environmental samples showed
the presence of harvested crops, weeds from arable land and wetland plants.

Field 2 revealed a series of medieval strips that became gradually enlarged to
become the current field. This field also contained a Late Iron Age drainage
ditch.

Field 3 again contained a series of medieval ditches related to the strip field
system and the later ditches utilised for the gradual process of enlarging the
fields in the post medieval period. Running across between these ditches were
a series of smaller drainage ditches that fed water into the larger boundary
ditches.

Field 4 again showed the medieval strips with their replacement ditches for the
enclosure of the fields. These were again supplemented by smaller drainage
ditches. This field also contained pits that were probably part of sand extraction
in the area and a pond.

Field 5 was the quietest of the examined fields, containing only elements of the
medieval strips, shown to have disappeared from the field by the time of the
1656 Tithe Map.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Scope of work
1.1.1 Oxford Archaeology East (OA East) was commissioned by Carter Jonas, of “This Land”,

to undertake a trial trench evaluation at the site of Soham Eastern Gateway.

1.1.2 The work was undertaken to inform the Planning Authority in advance of a submission
of a Planning Application (17/01167/ESO). A brief was set by Kasia Gdaniec (2017) of
Cambridgeshire County Council outlining the Local Authority’s requirements for work
necessary to inform the planning process. A written scheme of investigation was
produced by OA East (Wiseman and Macaulay 2017) detailing the methods by which
OA proposed to meet the requirements of the brief.

1.1.3 Included as appendices within this report are the results of the aerial photograph
assessment (Appendix F) and the geophysical investigation (Appendix G).

1.2 Location, topography and geology
1.2.1 The proposed development area (Fig. 1) sits on the eastern edge of Soham, bounded

to the north east by the A142, to the south east by Paddock Street and East Fen
Common, to the south west by Brewhouse Lane, and to the north west by Qua Fen
Common. It slopes down from the town at 5.5m aOD to the A142 at 3.25m aOD.

1.2.2 The area of proposed development consists 28.9 hectares split across six fields (Fig. 2),
of which the majority is arable farmland and pasture, with 3.6 hectares currently used
as allotments. Fields 1 and 2 were in use as paddocks immediately prior to the works,
whilst Fields 3 5 were arable farmland with the crop harvested, and Field 6 was
allotments. The majority of the site (Fields 3 5) has been ploughed extensively.

1.2.3 The land has multiple ownership. Field 1 is owned by Bishop Laney, Field 2 by Hobbs
with Fields 3, 4 and 5 owned by Cambridgeshire County Council and managed as part
of the Cambridgeshire County Farms Estate.

1.2.4 The natural bedrock geology of the area is mapped as Gault Formation Mudstone
overlain by 2nd River Terrace Sands and Gravels (BGS 2017). Soham Lode runs east to
west about 200m to the south of the site. Field 5 is bounded on its north eastern and
south eastern edges by drainage ditches/dykes. The current site is the most westerly
part of Soham Fen, and as such was expected to contain peat deposits over large parts
of the site, particularly on the lower, eastern side. The Fenland Survey (Hall 1996, 154
161) showed the site lying above the fen during the prehistoric and Roman periods,
but with the eastern two thirds covered by fen during the medieval period.

1.3 Archaeological and historical background
1.3.1 The archaeological and historical background of the site is discussed in the desk based

assessment (Rees 2009), its 2016 update (Bourn 2016) and WSI (Wiseman and
Macaulay 2017) and is only briefly summarised here.

1.3.2 The site is located 300m to the east of a centre of Iron Age, Roman and Saxon
settlement, and lies on the edge of the historic town, with the maps from the 1656
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Fordham and Soham Manor map (Fig. 3), 1840 Tithe map (Fig. 4) and 1885 map (Fig.
5) showing the spread of fields through time into the proposed development area.
During the prehistoric and Roman period, the site is shown as above the level of the
fen, but with the eastern two thirds of the site covered by fen during the medieval
period (Hall 1996, 154 161). This medieval fen would have left the western part of the
site dry, with the eastern side as an area known as skirtland – a zone that is steadily
enlarged and exposed from under eroding peat deposits (Wiseman and Macaulay
2017).

1.3.3 The fen edge has been utilised extensively throughout prehistory. However, close to
the site, prehistoric activity has only been on a small scale, and there have been limited
finds. Despite this, archaeological investigations indicate that there was Bronze Age
and Iron Age settlement to the west of the study area (Bourn 2016, 9). Within the
proposed development area, a possible ring ditch/barrow was recorded (CHER 07102),
although this is likely to be of natural origin, as classified by the aerial photograph
assessment.

1.3.4 There has been a significant Iron Age presence to the west of the site that indicate
long term settlement activity through the Iron Age within the core of Soham, 300m to
the south west of the site (e.g. Gimbert Road [ECB 3690] and St Andrew’s Church Hall
[ECB 3587]).

1.3.5 Roman settlement within the area built upon the Iron Age settlement focus 300m to
the west of the site – on the higher ground – with further activity 900m to the south.
Archaeological work since 2009 has consistently revealed Roman remains to the west
(Bourn 2016, 9). Roman human remains have been found just outside the north
western boundary of the site (CHER 07100) and further to the south. The Portable
Antiquities Scheme (PAS) has also seen Roman finds from the site (Fig. 6).

1.3.6 Early Saxon settlement and a cemetery are thought to lie to the south/south west of
the site, again on the higher ground. The PAS reports that two brooches and a pin
(CHER 11019) have been recovered from the proposed development area.

1.3.7 A monastery is thought to have been founded in the 7th century and destroyed during
the Danish invasions of the 8th 9th centuries, with the current parish church of St
Andrews thought to lie on the site of the monastery.

1.3.8 The chief medieval remains of Soham are the field systems, which are partially
reflected in the modern landscape with the pattern of long, sweeping, slightly curved
areas (Hall 1996, 80). A Late Saxon/Early Medieval field system was identified
immediately to the west of the proposed development at the Weatheralls Primary
School, with an indication that settlement was nearby, probably towards the core of
Soham (Bourn 2016, 9). Within the area of the proposed development, this is likely to
have been agriculture and quarrying, with the settlement on the higher ground. There
was economic and population growth within Soham during the medieval period, with
a focus of settlement around the 12th century parish church. The PAS records ten
medieval coins and jettons as found on the western portion of the site.

1.3.9 The majority of post medieval activity within Soham has been recorded in the centre
of the town and was continuing the medieval focus on the higher ground. The
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boundaries that are seen today were largely in place by the production of the 1840
Tithe Map, with the only alteration being the establishment of the allotments in the
1920s changing fields on the south western boundary.
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2 EVALUATION AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1 Aims
2.1.1 The evaluation will seek to establish the character, date and state of preservation of

archaeological remains within the proposed development area through a scheme of
works that includes:

i. Ground truthing the geophysical results by testing a range of anomalies of likely
archaeological origin and areas where no anomalies were registered.

ii. Establish the presence or absence of archaeological remains on the site,
characterise them (location, depth and extent), and establish the quality of
preservation of any archaeological and environmental remains.

iii. Provide sufficient coverage to establish the character, condition, date and
purpose of any archaeological deposits.

iv. Provide sufficient coverage to evaluate the likely impact of past land use, and
the possible presence of masking deposits.

v. Set results in the local, regional and national archaeological context, and in
particular, its wider cultural landscape and past environmental conditions.

vi. Provide – in the event that archaeological remains are found – sufficient
information to construct an archaeological mitigation strategy, dealing with
preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices,
timetables, and orders of cost.

2.2 Methodology
2.2.1 Prior to the intrusive archaeological investigation, an aerial photograph assessment

and geophysical survey were carried out. The methodologies for these are included
with the report of each (see Appendix F for the aerial photograph assessment and
Appendix G for the geophysical survey)

2.2.2 A total of 62 trenches (50m x 2m; Fig. 2) were excavated across the development area
(representing a 3% sample), with a contingency for an additional 1% (with additional
trenching included in). Field 1 contained 11 trenches (not yet excavated), Field 2 had
3 trenches, Field 3 14 trenches, Field 4 13 trenches, Field 5 32 trenches, and the
allotments (Field 6) 12 trenches (not yet excavated). The trenches were positioned to
address the aims in Section 2.1, and located to avoid the route of overhead cables,
pipes and public footpaths running across the proposed development area (Fig. 2). The
trenches were opened over a period of two and a half weeks, with an additional
appendage to Trench 34, an extension of Trench 41 and the widening of Trench 42 to
further evaluate areas of possible interest identified in the geophysical survey.

2.2.3 Prior to opening, trench locations were scanned by a qualified and experienced
operator using a CAT and Genny with a valid calibration certificate. Machine excavation
was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a 360 degree tracked
excavator using a toothless ditching bucket. Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological
deposits were kept separate during excavation to allow for sequential backfilling of
excavations. Trenches were excavated to the depth of geological horizons, or the upper
interface of archaeological features, whichever was encountered first.
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2.2.4 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.

2.2.5 Bucket samples of 90 litres of excavated soil were examined from each trench in order
to characterise artefactual remains in the topsoil and other soil horizons above the
archaeological level. The results are presented in Section 3.8.

2.2.6 Survey was carried out using a survey grade differential GPS (Leica GS08) fitted with
‘smartnet’ technology with an accuracy of 5mm horizontal and 10mm vertical. The site
grid has been accurately tied into the Ordnance Survey National Grid.

2.2.7 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
digital photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.

2.2.8 A total of 25 environmental samples were taken in order to establish the likely
preservation of seed and plant remains.
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3 RESULTS

3.1 Introduction and presentation of results
3.1.1 The results of the evaluation are presented below, and include a stratigraphic

description of the trenches which contained archaeological remains. The full details of
all trenches with dimensions and depths of all deposits form the content of Appendix
A. Finds data and spot dates are tabulated in Appendix B.

3.1.2 Context numbers reflect the order in which features were excavated.

3.1.3 The proposed development covers six fields (Fields 1 5 and the allotments), with only
four of these (Fields 2 5) excavated in this phase of archaeological trial trench
evaluation. The results are presented sequentially by field and then trench number.

3.2 General soils and ground conditions
3.2.1 The soil sequence varied slightly between fields. Field 2 was different to Fields 3 5 as

this had been left for pasture. The sequence in this field consisted of a natural geology
(377) of a soft mid yellow sand with clay and gravel patches. This was overlain by a soft
mid grey brown sand subsoil (378) and a friable dark brown grey sand silt topsoil (380).
The remaining three fields of this phase of work (Fields 3 5) had a soil sequence that
consisted of a natural geology (1) of a soft dark brown yellow silt sand that was overlain
by a soft mid grey brown silt sand subsoil (2) and a friable dark grey sand silt ploughsoil
(3). Within the fields the soil sequence was fairly uniform, other than areas of buried
soils and modern disturbance (which are discussed with the trenches involved).

3.2.2 Ground conditions throughout the evaluation were varied, with periods of rain making
the ground sticky, and freezing conditions that made the ground solid and then thaw
out to become damp again. Other conditions included fog, snow and sun. In some
areas there was flooding within the trenches, especially in Field 2, and a water table
that became evident high up within features. Rain also caused problems in some
trenches with it collecting and not draining, which in combination with a water table
not far below the interface with the natural geology, meant that areas remained wet
for a while. Archaeological features, where present, were easy to identify against the
underlying natural geology, other than when the sun was shining.

3.2.3 Field 5 saw the greatest truncation by ploughing with plough scars across the natural
geology in many of the trenches. Field 2, in contrast, did not show evidence of
ploughing. Fields 3 and 4 saw much deeper deposits, with patches of a buried soil that
spread across these ploughed fields and into the paddock field (Field 2) to the north
west.

3.3 General distribution of archaeological deposits
3.3.1 Archaeological features were present in the majority of trenches, with only nine (all

within Field 5) being devoid of features (Trenches 32, 48, 53, 55 58, 66, 73). The main
concentrations were within the northern corner of Field 3 and the centre of Field 4.
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3.4 Field 2
3.4.1 Field 2 (Hobbs Land) was located at the north western end of the current phase of

works and contained three trenches. This field had last been used as a horse paddock.

Trench 12

3.4.2 Trench 12 (Fig. 9) was located at the south western end of the field and orientated
north east to south west. This trench had modern disturbance at its south western
end, where it extended into a rise in the ground level. This modern disturbance was a
layer that extended 22.3m into the trench and consisted of a friable mid red brown
sand silt (379), and contained two fragments (26g) of 18th century or later pottery.
Two ditches were identified, although the south western one could only be partially
excavated due to inundation by water.

3.4.3 Located 6m from the south west end of the trench was a curvilinear ditch (386) turning
from a north east to south west alignment to a north west to south east orientation.
This ditch had steep sides and a concave base and measured a maximum of 1.5m
across and 0.4m in depth. It was filled by a soft mid grey sand (387) that contained no
artefacts.

3.4.4 A further 16.2m to the north east was a ditch (375; Section 154, Fig. 14) on a north
west to south east alignment that had steep sides, a concave base and measured
0.53m wide and 0.2m deep. This was filled by a soft mid grey sand (376) that contained
four sherds (71g) of Early Saxon pottery and one sherd (3g) of post medieval ceramic
and 5g of animal bone.

Trench 13

3.4.5 Trench 13 (Fig. 9) was located to the north east of Trench 12, just to the north of a
water pipe, and aligned east to west. This trench contained a buried soil (381) (with a
maximum depth of 0.2m) across its length, that overlay the archaeological features.
This buried soil consisted of a soft mid grey sand that contained no artefacts. Three
ditches and a pit were contained within this trench.

3.4.6 Located 4.1m from the western end of trench was a ditch (392; Plate 1; Section 148,
Fig. 14) on a north to south alignment that had steep sides, a flat base, and that
measured 3.6m across and 0.44m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light grey brown
clay sand (393) that was overlain by a soft light red brown clay sand (394) that
contained four worked flints. This ditch was truncated on its western edge by a pit
(399) that had a sub circular shape in plan, gentle sides and a concave base, and
measured 0.5m in diameter and 0.09m in depth. This pit was filled by a soft mottled
mid grey and mid red grey clay sand (400) that contained 1 worked flint and 29
fragments (1848g) of burnt flint and sparse charcoal.

3.4.7 Located 6.2m to the east of ditch 392 was a further ditch (405; Plate 2; Section 156,
Fig. 14) that was on a north to south alignment. This ditch had steep sides, a slightly
concave base and measured 3m across and 0.52m in depth. This ditch was filled by a
soft mid grey brown clay sand (406) that contained 37g of animal bone. This ditch was
truncated along its western edge by a ditch (407) that ran on a north to south
alignment, had steep sides and a concave base. This ditch measured 3.9m across and
0.87m in depth. It was filled by a compact mid grey clay sand (408) that was overlain
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by a soft mid grey sand (409) that contained 34g of abraded Roman and 20g of
undiagnostic CBM, and a soft dark grey brown silt sand (410) that contained two
fragments (6g) of clay pipe.

Trench 14

3.4.8 Located to the north of Trench 13, Trench 14 (Fig. 9) consisted of the subsoil (378) and
topsoil (380) overlying the natural geology (377). This trench was shallower than the
two to the south, contained seven ditches, and was aligned north west to south east.
This trench became flooded soon after being opened (Plate 3).

3.4.9 Located 9.2m from the north western end of the trench was ditch (382) which was
aligned north east to south west with steep sides and measured 3.12m across and was
excavated to a depth of 0.22m. This ditch was not fully excavated due to the rapidly
rising water from the water table. It contained a soft mid brown grey silt sand (383)
that contained 23g of animal bone.

3.4.10 Ditch 373 was located 1m to the south east on a north west to south east alignment
with steep sides, a concave base, and measuring 0.45m wide and 0.09m deep. This
ditch was filled by a soft light grey silt sand (374) that contained no artefacts.

3.4.11 A further 2.7m to the east was a ditch (384) aligned north to south with steep sides, a
width of 1.75m and was excavated to a depth of 0.4m until the water was coming in
too quickly. This ditch was filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (385) that contained
78g of animal bone.

3.4.12 Immediately to the south east and on a north east to south west alignment was a
further ditch (401) that had gentle sides, a concave base and that measured 1.85m
wide and 0.18m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (402)
that contained 65g of animal bone.

3.4.13 Located 7.2m to the south east was ditch 403 which was orientated north east to
south west with gentle sides, a concave base, and measuring 2.4m wide and 0.24m
deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light grey silt sand (404).

3.4.14 A further 1.2m to the south east was ditch 397 on a north east to south west
alignment with gentle sides, a flat base, and measuring 1.04m wide and 0.14m deep.
This ditch was filled by a friable dark grey brown silt sand (398) that contained 79g of
animal bone and an incomplete post medieval iron nail (SF9).

3.4.15 Ditch 395 was located a further 1m to the south east on a north east to south west
orientation, with gentle sides, a flat base, and measuring 1.53m wide and 0.16m deep.
This ditch was filled by a compact mid orange grey silt sand (396) that contained 3
sherds (51g) of Early Saxon pottery, 1 fragment (7g) of clay pipe and 6g of animal bone.

3.5 Field 3
3.5.1 Field 3 was located to the south east of Field 2 with a ditch and hedgerow separating

it from Field 2. This was the north westernmost of the fields that were under arable
cultivation. This field saw a buried soil (83) that was in the very western corner of the



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 9 26 July 2018

field (Trenches 16 and 17). This was overlain by a second buried soil (82) that spread
across Trenches 16, 17, 19, 24, 25 and 28 in the western half of the field.

Trench 15

3.5.2 Located in the western corner of the field, Trench 15 (Fig. 10a) contained a single ditch
(67) that ran on a north east to south west orientation, with steep sides, an uneven
base and measuring 2.8m wide and 0.45m deep. It was filled by a soft mid grey brown
silt sand (68) that contained 5 sherds (25g) of Roman pottery, 584g of severely abraded
medieval to early post medieval CBM and three abraded fragments (83g) of associated
mortar, 1 fragment (26g) of burnt flint, animal 194g of animal bone, and 14g of oyster
shell.

Trench 16

3.5.3 Trench 16 (Fig. 10a), to the north east of Trench 15, contained two buried soil layers
(94 and 95) between the natural geology (1) and the subsoil (2) at the north eastern
end of the trench. The earlier buried soil deposit (94) was a soft light grey sand that
was also visible in Trench 17 to the north east and was constrained to the north
western edge of the field. The later buried soil (95) was a soft light brown grey sand
that spread into Trenches 17, 19, 24, 25 and 28.

3.5.4 Beneath the buried soil, Trench 16 contained three ditches. The north eastern end of
the trench had a ditch (45) on a north to south alignment with steep sides, a concave
base, and measuring 0.47m wide and 0.15m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft dark
grey silt sand (46).

3.5.5 Located 4.8m to the south west was a ditch (65 also excavated as segment 110) that
was orientated north east to south west with steep sides, a concave base and
measuring 0.59m deep. The full width of this ditch was not visible in the trench due to
its orientation. It was filled by a loose dark brown silt sand (66/111) that contained
one worked flint and 255g of animal bone, as well as poorly preserved occasional
bramble and elderberry seeds. Towards the south western end of this ditch it was cut
across by a ditch (108) that had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 2m across
and 0.18m deep. This later ditch was filled by a soft dark grey brown sand silt (109).

Trench 17

3.5.6 To the north east of Trench 16, and almost running to the edge of the field, Trench 17
(Fig. 10a; Plate 4) also contained two buried soil layers (82 [the same as 95] and 83
[the same as 94]; Sections 46 and 47, Fig. 14). These buried soils overlay the
archaeological features. The buried soils were a soft light grey sand (83) that was
overlain by a soft light brown grey sand (82) that contained 21g of animal bone.

3.5.7 The northern end of the trench contained a sub circular pit (41) that had steep sides,
a slightly concave base, and measured 1.8m in length, 1.06m wide and 0.24m deep. It
was filled by a very soft light brown grey clay sand (42) that was cut by ditch 43. This
ditch had steep sides, a concave base, and measured 0.9m across and 0.26m deep.
This ditch was filled by a soft light brown grey clay sand (44) that contained 1 fragment
(55.7g) of burnt flint and 4g of animal bone.
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3.5.8 To the south was a ditch (14; Section 8, Fig. 14) on a north north west to south south
east orientation that had steep sides, a flat base and measured 1.55m wide and 0.41m
deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid pink brown clay sand (15) that contained one
sherd (1g) of medieval pottery and one worked flint. This ditch was truncated at its
southern end by a ditch (35) on a north east to south west orientation that had steep
sides, a concave base and measured 2.38m wide and 0.57m deep. This ditch was filled
by a soft pink brown clay sand (36) that contained 1 sherd (62g) of a medieval jug, and
57g of animal bone. Within the gap created between these two ditches was a circular
posthole (18) that had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.3m in diameter
and 0.07m deep. This posthole was filled by a soft grey brown sand clay (19).

3.5.9 Located 1.5m to the south of Ditch 35 was a sub circular pit (8) with gentle sides, an
irregular base and measuring 1.55m in diameter and 0.2m in depth. This pit was filled
by a soft mid blue grey clay sand (9) that contained a single fragment (182g) of Roman
flu tile and 746g of animal bone. A further 0.5m to the south of this was a small sub
circular pit (20) that had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.66m in length,
0.55m across and 0.13m deep. This pit was filled by a soft red brown clay sand (21).

3.5.10 Located 1m to the south of Pit 20 was a further ditch (12; Plate 5), this time on a north
west to south east orientation, that had steep sides and a pointed base that measured
1.2m wide and 0.4m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light grey brown sand clay
(13).

3.5.11 A further 7.5m to the south saw a ditch (24) on an east to west alignment, that had
steep sides, but was not excavated to its base due to the amount of water coming it.
It measured 6.5m across and was excavated to a depth of 0.8m. This ditch was filled
by a soft light brown grey sand silt (26) containing 1 sherd (9g) of medieval pottery, an
abraded medieval to post medieval brick fragment (548g), and 401g of animal bone,
as well as poorly preserved occasional bramble and elderberry seeds; that was
overlain by a soft dark grey brown sand silt (25) that contained 7g of animal bone.

Trench 18

3.5.12 In the northern corner of Field 3, and to the east of Trench 17, Trench 18 (Fig. 10a;
Plate 6) contained four ditches. At the western end, Ditch 4 was on a north west to
south east orientation with steep sides, a flat base and measuring 0.47m wide and
0.25m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light brown grey sand clay (5). Located
0.75m to the east of this was a ditch (6; Plate 7) on a north to south alignment with
steep sides, a flat base and measuring 0.5m wide and 0.25m deep. This ditch was filled
by a soft light brown grey sand clay (7).

3.5.13 A further 16m to the east was a ditch (10) on a north east to south west orientation
that had vertical sides, a flat base, and measured 2m wide and 0.53m deep. This ditch
was filled by a soft light grey brown sand clay (11) that contained 108g of animal bone.

3.5.14 Ditch 16 was located 8.4m to the east of Ditch 10 and was aligned north to south, with
a gentle eastern edge and steep western edge. It had an irregular base and measured
10.4m across and 0.25m deep. It was filled by a soft light brown grey sand clay (17)
that contained 105g of animal bone.

Trench 19
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3.5.15 Trench 19 (Fig. 10a) was located to the south east of Trench 15 on the south western
edge of Field 3. This trench contained the buried soil (97) that was identified in Trench
16 (95) and that overlay the archaeological features.

3.5.16 The southern end of the trench contained a single circular pit (120) that had steep
sides, a concave base and measured 0.45 0.55m in diameter and 0.23m deep. It was
filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (121). The only other feature in the trench was
a ditch (106) that was aligned north west to south east across the middle of the
trench, with a gentle western edge and steep eastern edge, a flat base, and that
measured 1.9m across and 0.35m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid brown grey
sand silt (107) that contained 1 sherd (3g) of post medieval plant pot, 56g of animal
bone and one secondary flake of worked flint.

Trench 20

3.5.17 Trench 20 (Fig. 10a) was located in the north eastern half of Field 3, at the southern
end of Trench 17. This trench contained six ditches across its length and three
postholes towards its eastern end.

3.5.18 Ditch 55, at the western end of the trench, was on a north west to south east
orientation with steep sides, a flat base, and measured 0.32m wide and 0.06m deep.
This ditch was filled by a soft light brown grey clay sand (56). Located 7m to the east
was a ditch (22) on a north east to south west alignment that had steep sides, a flat
base and that measured 0.78m wide and 0.32m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft
mottled light grey and brown sand (23).

3.5.19 A further 8m to the east saw Ditch 38 on a north to south alignment, with gentle sides,
a flat base, and measuring 1m across and 0.32m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft
light brown grey sand (37) that contained a secondary tertiary flake of worked flint,
and 13g of animal bone.

3.5.20 Located 2.25m to the east was a grouping of three ditches – Ditch 33 which was cut by
Ditch 32 (excavated as slot 57; Section 17, Fig. 14) on its western edge, which was in
turn cut by Ditch 31 on its western edge. Ditch 33 had a steep western edge and gentle
eastern edge, an irregular base and measured 0.66m wide and 0.2m deep. It was filled
by a soft light brown grey clay sand (34). Ditch 32/57 had steep sides, a flat base and
measured 5.16m across and 0.42m deep. It was filled by a soft light brown grey clay
sand (77) that was overlain by a soft mid brown grey clay sand (58) that contained 38g
of animal bone and two worked flints including a scraper. Ditch 31 had steep sides, a
flat base and measured 0.8m wide and 0.28m deep. It was filled by a soft light grey
sand (30).

3.5.21 Located 1.4m to the east of the ditches were three postholes that formed a line on an
east to west orientation with a gap of around 4m between them. The westernmost
(posthole 39) had steep sides, a concave base, and measured 0.42m in diameter and
0.23m deep. It was filled by a soft mid brown grey silt clay (40). The middle posthole
(51) had steep sides, a pointed base, measured 0.22m in diameter and 0.17m deep,
and was filled by a soft light grey brown clay sand (52). The eastern posthole (53) had
steep sides, a concave base, measured 0.32m in diameter and 0.16m deep, and was
filled by a soft light grey brown clay sand (54).
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Trench 21

3.5.22 Trench 21 (Fig. 10a) was located along the north eastern edge of Field 3, to the south
of Trench 18 and the east of Trench 20. It contained four ditches and one pit in the
southern half of the trench.

3.5.23 Located 21.8m from the northern end of the trench was a ditch (127) on a north west
to south east orientation that had steep sides, a flat base and measured 0.27m across
and 0.28m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light grey brown sand silt (129) that was
overlain by a soft dark brown grey silt sand (128). This ditch was almost perpendicular
to Ditch 134 located 2.8m to the south. This second ditch had steep sides, a flat base
and measured 0.43m wide and 0.15m deep. It was filled by a soft light brown grey
sand silt (135) that contained 32g of animal bone.

3.5.24 A further 9.1m to the south was a circular pit (130) with gentle sides, a concave base
and that measured 0.7m by 0.85m across and 0.14m deep. It was filled by a soft light
brown grey clay silt (131) that contained a later medieval floor brick fragment (100g),
one fragment (114g) of burnt flint and 51g of animal bone.

3.5.25 Located 3.7m to the south was a ditch (116) on a north west to south east orientation
with steep sides, a concave base and measuring 0.5m across and 0.2m deep. This ditch
was filled by a soft light brown grey clay sand (117) that contained 14g of animal bone.
This ditch was truncated along its southern edge by a ditch (118) that ran parallel with
steep sides, a flat base, and measuring 0.68m across and 0.36m deep. This later ditch
was filled by a soft light brown grey clay sand (119).

Trench 22

3.5.26 Trench 22 (Fig. 10a) was located in the middle of Field 3 between Trenches 19, 20 and
21. It contained two ditches, a ditch terminus, two postholes and a pit spread across
its length.

3.5.27 The northern end of the trench contained a ditch (136) just off a north to south
alignment, with gentle sides, a flat base, and measuring 0.44m wide and 0.16m deep.
This ditch was filled by a firm dark brown grey silt sand (137). To the west was a
posthole (138) with gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 0.4m in diameter and
0.2m deep, and filled by a firm light yellow grey silt sand (139). To the south was Pit
125 with gentle sides, a concave base, 1.7m diameter and 0.42m depth, and filled by
a friable light grey sand (126) and contained a secondary flake of worked flint.

3.5.28 Located 9.6m to the south was a further pit (140) with gentle sides and measuring
3.1m across and excavated to a depth of 0.32m before it extends beyond the edge of
the trench to the west. This pit was filled by a soft mid orange grey silt clay (141).

3.5.29 A further 13m to the south was a ditch (142) on a north east to south west orientation,
with gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 2.1m across and 0.44m deep. This
ditch was filled by a firm dark blue grey silt sand (143) that was overlain by a firm mid
yellow brown silt sand (144).

3.5.30 The southern end of the trench contained a posthole (147) that had nearly vertical
sides, a concave base, measured 0.29m in diameter and 0.12m deep, and was filled by
a firm light yellow grey silt sand (148). This posthole was just to the west of a ditch
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terminus (145) that extended in an easterly direction with steep sides, a concave base
and measured 0.66m across and 0.36m deep. This ditch was filled by a firm light yellow
grey silt sand (146) that contained a secondary flake of worked flint, four fragments
(61.2g) of burnt flint and 49g of animal bone.

Trench 23

3.5.31 Located towards the south eastern corner of Field 3, Trench 23 (Fig. 10b) contained
two ditches. Ditch 178, towards the western end of the trench on a north east to
south west axis, had steep sides, a concave base and measured 2.75m across and
0.39m in depth. It was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt sand (179) that contained
7g of oyster shell. In contrast, Ditch 168 was at the eastern end of the trench and
aligned almost north to south with gentle sides, a flat base and measuring 0.37m
across and 0.09m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft dark brown grey sand (169).

Trench 24

3.5.32 Trench 24 (Fig. 10b) was on the south western edge of Field 3, to the south east of
Trench 19, and contained the buried soil (96) that was also evident in Trenches 16, 17,
19, 25 and 28.

3.5.33 The south eastern end of the trench contained a sub circular pit (180) that extended
to the east of the trench. It had gentle sides, a concave base, and measured 1.77m
across and 0.14m deep. It was filled by a soft dark brown grey silt sand (181) that
contained 2 sherds (29g) of Early Saxon pottery, a serrated blade of worked flint, and
851g of animal bone, as well as charred barley and flax.

3.5.34 Crossing the middle of the trench was a series of three ditches aligned north east to
south west – ditch 176 (Section 65, Fig. 14) cut on its northern edge by Ditch 172, and
with Ditch 170 immediately to the north of Ditch 172. Ditch 176 had gentle sides,
measured 1.83m across, and was excavated to a depth of 0.46m before it became
inundated with water. This ditch was filled by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (177).
Ditch 172 had gentle sides, a concave base, measured 0.56m across and 0.22m deep,
and was filled by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (173). Ditch 170 had gentle sides, a
concave base, measured 0.91m across and 0.26m deep, and was filled by a soft mid
grey brown silt sand (171).

Trench 25

3.5.35 Located to the north east of Trench 24, Trench 25 (Fig. 10b) also contained the buried
soil (99) that spread across Field 3. This trench only contained features towards its
south western end, and these consisted of a ditch (156) and a ditch terminus (158).

3.5.36 The ditch terminus (158) was 7.2m from the south western end of the trench, aligned
north west to south east and had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 1.05m
wide and 0.19m deep. This was filled by a soft dark grey sand silt (159). A further 1.8m
to the north east, Ditch 156 had a steep eastern edge and vertical western edge, a flat
base, and measured 0.3m wide and 0.16m deep. It was filled by a soft light brown grey
silt sand (157).

Trench 26
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3.5.37 To the north east of Trench 25, Trench 26 (Fig. 10b) contained a series of three ditches
at its north western end – Ditches 149 and 153 were cut across by Ditch 151. Ditch
149 had a gentle southern edge, concave base and measured 1.2m across (before it
was cut by Ditch 151 on its northern side) and 0.2m deep. It was filled by a soft mid
grey sand silt (150) that contained 58g of animal bone. Ditch 153 had gentle edges, a
concave base, and measured 1.2m across (before it was cut by Ditch 151 on its
southern side) and 0.46m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey sand silt (154) that was
overlain by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (155) that contained 1 sherd (78g) of post
medieval pottery, a secondary flake of worked flint, a shard (118g) of 18th century
bottle glass, and 11g of animal bone. The latest of these ditches (151) had gentle sides,
a concave base, and measured 1.6m across and 0.3m deep. It was filled by a soft mid
grey brown sand silt (152).

Trench 27

3.5.38 Trench 27 (Fig. 10b) was located in the south eastern corner of Field 3, to the south of
Trench 23 and east of Trench 26. It contained two ditches on a north east to south
west alignment at its southern end; Ditch 78 cut by Ditch 80. Ditch 78 had steep sides,
a flat base, measured 0.6m across and 0.24m deep, and was filled by a soft mid grey
brown sand silt (79). Ditch 80 had gentle sides, a concave base, measured 1.44m across
and 0.4m deep, and was filled by a soft mid grey brown sand silt (81) that contained
one sherd (17g) of post medieval pottery, a single fragment (5g) of clay pipe and 26g
of animal bone.

Trench 28

3.5.39 Trench 28 (Fig. 10b) was located in the south western corner of Field 3 and contained
the buried soil (98) that spread to the north across the field. Beneath the buried soil
was a ditch (102) that was on a north west to south east orientation with gentle sides,
a concave base, and that measured 3.3m across and 0.4m deep. It was filled by a soft
mid brown grey clay sand (103) that contained four worked flint flakes and four
fragments (25.5g) of burnt flint, as well as poorly preserved occasional bramble and
elderberry seeds, and was located 9.9m from the north eastern end of the trench.

3.5.40 Located 7.4m from the south western end of the trench was a pit (132) that extended
to the north of the trench. This pit had gentle sides, a concave base, and measured
1.17m across and 0.31m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey silt sand (133) that
contained 922g of animal bone.

3.6 Field 4
3.6.1 Field 4 was located in the south western corner of the proposed development area,

and contained 13 trenches, two of which were extended to characterise anomalies
that had been identified in the geophysical survey. A soft light brown grey sand buried
soil (100) was present in the western corner of the field (Trenches 32, 33 and 40).

Trench 33

3.6.2 Trench 33 (Fig. 11a) was located in the western corner of the field. Its northern end
contained a ditch (342) on a north west to south east orientation that had steep sides,
a flat base and measured 1.6m across and 0.4m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey
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silt sand (343) that contained a single sherd (183g) of post medieval pottery, two
fragments of tile (100g; one probably Roman, the other medieval to post medieval),
and 6g of animal bone. This ditch cut through a buried soil (411) on the western edge
of the field. This buried soil consisted of a soft mid grey sand and spread into Trenches
34 and 40 to the south.

3.6.3 The southern end of the trench contained a ditch (315) on an east to west orientation
with gentle sides, concave base, and measuring 6.4m wide and 0.5m deep. It was filled
by a soft mid grey brown sand silt (316) that contained 4 sherds (23g) of Early Iron Age
pottery and 2 sherds (66g) of post medieval pottery, a fragment of Roman tile (186g;
probably a tegula), a medieval peg tile (95g) and an undiagnostic fragment of CBM
(8g), 2 fragments (15g) of clay pipe, a fragment (4g) of fired clay, 1239g of animal bone,
2 sherds (30g) of not closely datable bottle glass, and four fragments of post medieval
iron nails (SF7). This ditch was cut into on its northern edge by a sub circular pit (313)
that extended beyond the eastern edge of the trench. This pit had gentle sides, a
concave base and where it could be seen measured 1.5m across and 0.5m deep. It was
filled by a firm mid brown grey sand silt (314) that contained 28g of animal bone.

Trench 34

3.6.4 Located just to the east of the southern end of Trench 33, Trench 34 (Fig. 11a) was
orientated east to west, with an extension heading 8m to the north east from the
eastern end of the trench. This trench contained a series of six ditches, a pit, a posthole
and two quarrying pits. The western end of the trench contained a buried soil (101)
that continued from Trench 33 to the north and covered the features in the western
30m of the trench.

3.6.5 Ditch 164 was located 2.3m from the western end of the trench and aligned north
east to south west. It had steep sides, a concave base and measured 1.82m wide and
0.84m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey sand (165) that was overlain by a compact
mid green grey sand (166) and a soft dark grey sand (167) that contained 5g of animal
bone.

3.6.6 Located 6.3m to the east was a pit (104; Section 118, Fig. 14) which extended beyond
the southern edge of the trench, had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 2.1m
across and 0.3m deep. It was filled by a compact dark grey sand (105) that contained
3 sherds (31g) of Early/Middle Saxon pottery and 51g of animal bone.

3.6.7 A further 5.1m to the east was a ditch (298) that was aligned north west to south east
with steep sides, a concave base and that measured 0.84m across and 0.32m deep. It
was filled by a compact dark grey sand (299).

3.6.8 Ditch 304 (Plate 8; Section 119, Fig. 14) was located 3m further to the east, on a north
east to south west orientation, with sides that were steep near the base, but more
gentle higher up, had a flat base, and that measured 2.2m across and 0.7m deep. This
ditch was filled by a compact dark grey sand (305) containing numerous duckweed
seeds, and that was overlain by a compact dark brown grey silt sand (306) that
contained 3 sherds (17g) of Early Iron Age pottery, two flakes of worked flint and 12g
of animal bone. This ditch was cut along its northern edge by Ditch 307 which had
steep sides, a concave base and that measured 0.78m wide and 0.44m deep. This later
ditch was filled by a soft dark grey sand (308).
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3.6.9 A further 4.6m to the east was a posthole (358) with vertical sides, a flat base,
measuring 0.46m in diameter and 0.2m deep, and that was filled by a friable dark
brown silt sand (359).

3.6.10 Ditch 347, on a north west to south east orientation, was located a further 4.7m to
the east with vertical sides, a flat base, and measuring 1m wide and 0.3m deep. This
ditch was filled by a friable dark brown grey silt sand (348).

3.6.11 A further ditch (311), on a north west to south east orientation, was located another
7.5m to the east with near vertical sides, a concave base and measuring 0.9m wide
and 0.25m deep. It was filled by a friable dark brown grey sand silt (312) that contained
275g of animal bone.

3.6.12 The eastern end of the trench contained two quarrying pits that extended beyond the
edges of the trench. These pits were overlain by a soft dark yellow brown clay sand
redeposited natural (122).

3.6.13 The first of the quarry pits (Pit 338; Plate 9) continued beyond 4.3m within the trench
to a depth of 0.13m, with a mixture of gentle (to the west) and undercutting (to the
north) edges and a flat base that sloped down from the south to the north. This pit
was filled by a compact mid grey brown sand (339) that contained 2 sherds (64g) of
medieval pottery and two sherds (37g) of post medieval pottery, four fragments (199g)
of tile, one possibly medieval, 83g of animal bone, 1g of mussel shell and three flakes
of worked flint. This pit was also cut across by a ditch (334) that was on a north west
to south east orientation, with gentle sides, a concave base, and that measured 0.5m
wide and 0.13m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid red brown sand (335) that
contained 21g of animal bone.

3.6.14 To the north of the quarry pit (338) was another quarry pit (355; Plate 10) that had a
stepped southern edge, a flat base and that measured 4.2m across and 1.98m deep.
This pit was filled by a firm mid brown sand silt (357) containing 351g of animal bone,
and that was overlain by a firm dark brown sand silt (356) that contained 1 sherd (2g)
of a post medieval drinking vessel, three fragments (22g) of severely abraded and
undiagnostic CBM, 92g of animal bone, and 10g of oyster shell. The full extent of this
pit was found through machine excavation.

Trench 35

3.6.15 Trench 35 (Fig. 11a) was located on the northern edge of Field 4, to the north of Trench
34 and the east of Trench 33.

3.6.16 Located 8.5m from the southern end of the trench was a ditch (363) orientated north
east to south west with gentle sides, a concave base and measured 6.2m across and
0.86m deep. It was filled by a loose light red grey silt sand (364) that contained 4 sherds
(11g) of Early Saxon pottery, 183g of animal bone, three fragments of worked flint and
three fragments (183g) of burnt flint. It was cut by field drains, with one (365, filled by
366) containing one sherd (9g) of medieval pottery and 5 sherds (51g) of post medieval
pottery, 618g of medieval to post medieval flat tile, 3 fragments (13g) of clay pipe, a
flint flake, and 10g of animal bone and a post medieval possible iron window pivot
(SF8).
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3.6.17 The northern end of the trench contained a ditch (371) on a north east to south west
orientation, that had steep sides, a flat base and measured 1m wide and 0.36m deep.
This ditch was filled by a loose light grey silt sand (372) that contained three flint flakes
and 1g of animal bone. To the north of this, and running perpendicularly, was a ditch
(353) that had gentle sides, a concave base, and measured 0.62m wide and 0.18m
deep. This ditch was filled by a soft light yellow grey silt sand (354) that contained 119g
of animal bone, but no preserved environmental remains.

Trench 36

3.6.18 Trench 36 (Fig. 11a) was located along the north western edge of Field 4, to the north
east of Trench 35, and only contained features across the middle. These features
consisted of a ditch (282; Plate 11; Section 105, Fig. 14) that was on a north east to
south west orientation, had steep sides, a concave base, and that measured 2.92m
wide and 0.8m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid grey brown sand (283) that
contained a fragment (109g) of post medieval flat tile and an abraded post medieval
to modern wall brick (348g), and 131g of animal bone. This deposit was cut by a pit
(413) that had an irregular shape in plan, a gentle western edge and steep eastern
edge, a concave base, and that measured 2.92m across and 0.53m in depth. It was
filled by a soft dark brown grey silt sand (284) that contained abundant charcoal. This
pit was cut by a field drain. The trench for the insertion of the field drain was then cut
by a later ditch (412) on a north east to south west orientation, that had gentle sides,
a concave base, and that measured 2.24m across and 0.16m deep. This ditch was filled
by a soft dark grey brown sand silt (285) that contained 9 sherds (36g) of post medieval
pottery, a fragment (7g) of medieval to post medieval flat tile and five fragments
(103g) of medieval to post medieval brick, 1 shard (359g) of 18th bottle glass, 6g of
animal bone and a post medieval iron fastener (SF3).

3.6.19 Cutting into the eastern edge of ditch 412 was a shallow pit (286), which had gentle
sides, a concave base, and measured 1.4m by 0.68m across and 0.2m in depth. This
pit was filled by a soft dark brown sand silt (287). This was cut by another ditch (288)
on a north east to south west orientation on its eastern edge. This ditch had vertical
sides, a flat base, measured 0.64m across and 0.41m deep, and was filled by a soft mid
brown silt sand (289) that contained a fragment (180g) of early modern field drain,
and 15g of animal bone.

Trench 37

3.6.20 Trench 37 (Fig. 11a) was located in the north eastern corner of Field 4, to the north
east of Trench 36, and contained features only at its southern end.

3.6.21 The southernmost feature, Ditch 61, was on a north east to south west orientation
with gentle sides, a flat base, and measured 2m across and 0.26m deep. It was filled
by a soft light brown grey silt sand (62) that contained 115g of animal bone. This ditch
had a pit (63) located 0.5m to its north. This pit had gentle sides, a concave base,
measured 1m in diameter and 0.18m in depth, and was filled by a soft mid brown grey
silt sand (64) that contained 4g of animal bone.

3.6.22 Located a further 3m to the north was a ditch (114) on a north west to south east
orientation with gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 1.05m across and 0.28m
deep. It was filled by a firm dark orange brown silt sand (115). This was cut at its north
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western end by a ditch (123) that was on a north east to south west orientation with
gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 0.75m wide and 0.23m deep. It was filled
by a firm dark grey brown silt sand (124).

3.6.23 Just to the north again was a ditch (112) on a north east to south west orientation
with gentle sides, a flat base and that measured 2.74m across and 0.6m deep. It was
filled by a firm dark yellow brown silt sand (113) that contained, 21 tile fragments
(555g), and 132g of animal bone.

Trench 38

3.6.24 Trench 38 (Fig. 11a) was located in the middle of Field 4, between trenches 34, 35, 36
and 42, and contained a series of ditches across the western two thirds. The western
end contained a ditch that was not excavated as it was only partially visible and aligned
with Ditch 306 in Trench 34.

3.6.25 Located 6m to the east was a ditch (290) on a north to south orientation that had steep
sides, a flat base and measured 2m across and 0.46m deep. This ditch was filled by a
soft dark grey silt sand (291). A further 5m to the east was a ditch (300) on a north
west to south east orientation that had gentle sides, a concave base, measured 0.8m
across and 0.24m deep, and was filled by a soft mid grey sand (301).

3.6.26 A further 6m to the east was Ditch 317 (Plate 12) which had steep sides, a concave
base and measured 3.4m across and 0.74m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft mid
brown grey silt sand (318) that contained a severely abraded medieval to post
medieval brick fragment (7g), and 185g of animal bone.

3.6.27 Ditch 296 was another 3.8m further to the east, with gentle sides, a concave base and
measuring 1.7m wide and 0.2m deep. This was filled by a soft dark brown grey silt sand
(297) that contained a single sherd (38g) of medieval pottery and 265g of animal bone.

Trench 39

3.6.28 Located along the north eastern edge of Field 3, and south of Trench 37, Trench 39
(Fig. 11a) contained a single ditch at each end. Ditch 75, at the northern end, was on
a north east to south west orientation with gentle sides, a concave base and
measuring 1.7m across and 0.36m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt
sand (76) that contained 1 sherd (2g) of post medieval pottery, one fragment (52.2g)
of burnt flint and 142g of animal bone. At the opposite end, Ditch 73 was orientated
north to south with gentle sides, a flat base and measuring 1.5m wide and 0.2m deep.
It was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt sand (74) that contained 22g of animal bone.

Trench 40

3.6.29 Trench 40 (Fig. 11b) was located along the south western edge of Field 4, to the south
of Trenches 33 and 34. It contained a single ditch across the middle, two pits in the
northern two thirds and a posthole in the southern third. A buried soil (100) also
covered the features in this trench, continuing from Trench 33 and 34 to the north.

3.6.30 Pit 319 was located 13.5m from the northern end of the trench, with gentle sides, a
concave base and measuring 0.9m in diameter and 0.18m deep. It contained a soft
dark brown grey sand silt (320) that contained 14g of animal bone. A further 9.7m to
the south, pit 321 had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 1.22m in diameter
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and 0.3m in depth. This pit was filled by a soft dark grey sand silt (322) that contained
a large fragment (640g) of Roman flat brick or roof tile with a hoof print on its upper
bed, as well as a sample that produced occasional barley and rye.

3.6.31 The ditch (323), on a north east to south west orientation and located 28.8m from the
northern end of the trench, had steep sides and was 2.4m across. This ditch was
excavated to a depth of 0.56m before it was inundated with water. It was filled by a
soft dark grey sand silt (324) that contained 53g of animal bone, mineralised remains
of wheat, grape/raisin, bean, cherry/sloe pips, a fly pupa, charred wheat grains, pea
and avian eggshell, a mineralised dung that contained straw, fish bone, and a possible
apple/pear pip.

3.6.32 The posthole (325) was located 4.5m from the southern end of the trench, had gentle
sides, a concave base, and measured 0.47m in diameter and 0.1m in depth. It was
filled by a soft dark grey sand silt (326) that contained 7g of animal bone.

Trench 41

3.6.33 Trench 41 (Fig. 11b; Plate 13) was located towards the southern end of Field 4, to the
east of Trench 40, and was extended to the west from its original position to investigate
a large anomaly identified in the geophysical survey.

3.6.34 The western end of Trench 41 contained a large pit or pond (344, also as 360; Plate 14)
that was 26.3m across and 0.75m deep before water inundated the feature. Within a
test pit excavated 7.5m from the eastern edge of the pit/pond, the natural geology
was reached at a depth of 0.65m giving the feature an uneven base. The western edge
of the feature was excavated with the machine to a trench depth of 1.2m where water
was coming in and the trench edges began to look unstable. The edges of the pit/pond
were a gentle slope. It was filled by a soft light red grey sand silt (367) that was overlain
by a soft light orange grey silt sand (345) that contained a single sherd (25g) of
medieval pottery and 8g of animal bone, a firm mid grey brown silt sand (368/361),
containing a sherd (28g) of Early Iron Age and a sherd (163g) of post medieval pottery,
one fragment (13g) of clay pipe and 404g of animal bone; and a firm mid brown grey
silt sand (346/362) that contained a two sherds (15g) of medieval and five sherds (65g)
of post medieval pottery, four fragments (17g) of clay pipe, 1252g of animal bone and
a post medieval iron horseshoe nail (SF5), as well as waterlogged duckweed, bramble
and elderberry seeds.

3.6.35 Located 0.8m to the east of the pit/pond was a sub circular pit (302) that had a steep
western edge and gentle eastern edge, an irregular base, and that measured 1.7m
across and 0.14m deep. It extended to the north of the trench, and was filled by a soft
mid brown grey clay sand (303) that contained 10g of animal bone and 3g of mussel
shell.

3.6.36 A further 4.6m to the east was an elongated pit (327) which had gentle sides, a concave
base and measured 2.5m in length, 0.52m wide and 0.22m deep. This was filled by a
soft dark brown grey silt sand (328) that contained 3 sherds (39g) of medieval pottery,
69g of animal bone and 1 shard (1g) of 19th century window or vessel glass. To the
south of this was a sub circular pit (331) that had gentle sides, a flat base, and
measured 1.3m across, 1.78m in length, and 0.28m deep. It was filled by a soft light
yellow grey silt sand (332) that was overlain by a soft dark grey silt sand (333) that
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contained a single sherd (3g) of medieval pottery, a fragment (3g) of fired clay, 13g of
animal bone, 2g of mussel shell and a post medieval iron nail (SF4). These two pits
contained near identical assemblages of environmental remains – charred wheat, rye
and barley mixed with occasional oats and seeds from arable land weeds (fill 328 in Pit
327 and fill 333 in Pit 331).

3.6.37 To the east of these two pits was a ditch (388) on a north to south orientation with
gentle sides and that measured 5.8m wide and was excavated to a depth of 0.58m
before becoming inundated with water. It was filled by a soft mid grey brown silt clay
(391) that was overlain by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (390) that contained 3 sherds
(24g) of medieval pottery, 8g of animal bone and occasional charred cereal grains and
charcoal; and a soft dark brown grey silt sand (389) layer that contained two sherds
(23g) of Early Iron Age and a single sherd (27g) of medieval pottery, and 83g of animal
bone (including two fragments of burnt bone).

3.6.38 Located a further 5.2m to the east was a ditch (292) on a north to south orientation,
that had steep sides, a flat base and measured 1.48m wide and 0.46m deep. This was
filled by a soft dark brown grey clay sand (293) that contained 39 sherds (1142g) of
medieval pottery, 276g of animal bone and 9g of oyster shell, as well as waterlogged
remains of duckweed, bramble and elderberry seeds and abundant charred wheat,
stinking mayweed and corncockle.

3.6.39 A north to south orientated ditch (309; Section 142, Fig. 14) was located a further
15.3m to the east. This ditch had gentle sides, a concave base, and measured 2.88m
wide and 0.6m deep. It was filled by a firm dark brown grey silt sand (310) that
contained three sherds (24g) of medieval and 2 sherds (2g) of post medieval pottery,
ten fragments (33g) of severely abraded and undiagnostic CBM, two fragments (13.6g)
of burnt flint, and 120g of animal bone, as well as occasional charred cereal grains and
charcoal. This deposit was overlain by a firm dark grey brown silt sand (369) that had
frequent small sub angular gravel, and a firm dark grey brown silt sand (370).

Trench 42

3.6.40 Trench 42 (Fig. 11a), located to the north of Trench 41 and the east of Trench 38 was
widened along part of its western edge in order to further investigate an anomaly that
was shown in the geophysical survey. This widened area contained a group of pits,
whilst a single ditch was evident towards the northern end of the trench.

3.6.41 Pit 84 (Section 48, Fig. 14) was located 16.8m from the southern end of the trench,
and had a steep edge to the south, and was undercutting to the north. It had a concave
base and had a sub circular shape in plan. It measured 0.7m by 1.28m across and
0.48m in depth. It was filled by a soft black sand (85) containing sparse charcoal, and
that was overlain by a soft mid grey silt sand (86). This upper deposit was cut by a
further pit (87; Section 45, Fig. 14) from above. This pit extended for 9.2m to the north
of Pit 84 and had gentle sides, a concave base and was 0.9m deep. This pit was filled
by a soft dark grey silt sand (88) that was overlain by a soft mid brown grey sand (89)
that contained frequent gravel, and a loose mid brown grey silt sand (90). This deposit
was cut by a later pit (91) that had steep sides, a concave base and measured 2.68m
across and 1.15m deep. This pit was filled by a soft dark brown grey silt sand (92) that
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was overlain by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (93) that contained one fragment of
worked flint and 542g of animal bone.

3.6.42 The ditch (351; Plate 15) was located 6.7m from the northern end of the trench, had a
gentle northern edge and steep southern edge, a concave base, and measured 1.06m
across and 0.4m deep. It was orientated east to west, and was filled by a soft light
brown grey sand (352) that contained a single sherd (7g) of post medieval pottery and
2g of animal bone.

Trench 43

3.6.43 Trench 43 (Fig. 11a and b) was located in the south eastern corner of Field 4, to the
south of Trench 39 and the east of Trench 42. It contained a single pit (59) that had
gentle sides, a concave base and measured 1.07m across and 0.22m deep. It was filled
by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (60).

Trench 44

3.6.44 Trench 44 (Fig. 11b) was located in the south western corner of Field 4 and the
development area. It contained a ditch at each end.

3.6.45 The northern end contained Ditch 69, orientated north east to south west, which had
steep sides, a flat base and measured 3.88m wide and 0.43m deep. It was filled by a
soft mid brown grey sand silt (70) that contained 23 sherds (253g) of post medieval
pottery, a single post medieval tile fragment (76g) and 36g of animal bone.

3.6.46 The southern end of the trench contained Ditch 71 which extended to the south of
trench, and was on a north east to south west orientation. It had gentle sides, a flat
base and was 0.3m deep. It was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt sand (72) that
contained 410g of animal bone.

Trench 45

3.6.47 Located along the south eastern edge of Field 4 and between Trenches 41 and 44,
Trench 45 (Fig. 11b) contained a pit (47) 16.7m from the south western end, that had
a vertical eastern edge and gentle western edge, a concave base, and that measured
0.7m by 0.54m across and 0.29m deep. It was filled by a soft light yellow grey silt sand
(48).

3.6.48 Located 9m to the north east was Ditch 49 which had gentle sides, a flat base and
measured 1.73m across and 0.16m deep. This ditch was on a north east to south west
orientation and was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt sand (50).

3.7 Field 5
3.7.1 Field 5 was located in the south east of the proposed development area and contained

32 of the trenches. It was bounded to the north east by the A142, the north west by
Qua Fen Common and the south east and south west by drainage ditches. The north
western corner of the field, containing Trenches 29 and 30 was largely under water,
and limited the excavation that was able to be carried out in that area.

Trench 29
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3.7.2 Trench 29 (Fig. 12a; Plate 16) was located in the north western corner of Field 5 and
was partially under water. As such, it was only able to be partially opened – for a length
of 16m, and features were not able to be excavated as the trench immediately started
filling with water upon being opened. Within this area, the trench contained a circular
pit (205) with a diameter of 1.7m and filled by a soft mid red brown clay sand (206).
To the south east of this was a ditch (203) on a north to south orientation and
measuring 1.8m across. This was filled by a soft mid brown clay sand (204). Cutting
across the southern end of Ditch 203 was a ditch (201) on a north east to south west
orientation that was 2.8m wide. This was filled by a soft dark grey brown clay sand
(202).

Trench 30

3.7.3 This trench (Fig. 12a), located in the north west corner of the field, and to the north
of Trench 29 was not able to be opened as it was completely under water.

Trench 31

3.7.4 Trench 31 (Fig. 12a) was located towards the north western corner of Field 5, to the
east of Trench 30, and contained two shallow pits/disturbed areas. These pits (197 and
199) were located towards the northern end of the trench and had gentle sides, flat
bases and measured 1.1 1.45m across and 0.1 0.13m deep. They were filled by a soft
dark grey brown silt sand (198 and 200 respectively), with deposit 200 containing 98g
of animal bone.

Trench 32

3.7.5 This trench (Fig. 12a), located near the north west corner of the field and to the south
of Trench 31 was devoid of archaeology.

Trench 46

3.7.6 Trench 46 (Fig. 12a), on the south western edge of Field 5, to the south of Trenches 29
and 32, contained a ditch (160) 16.7m from the north eastern end. This ditch was on
a north west to south east orientation with gentle sides, a concave base and measured
1.06m wide and 0.32m deep. It was filled by a soft mid grey brown sand silt (161). This
ditch was cut by a posthole (162) that was circular in plan with gentle sides, a concave
base, and measured 0.8m in diameter and 0.1m in depth. It was filled by a soft light
brown grey sand silt (163).

Trench 47

3.7.7 Trench 47 (Fig. 12b) located on the south western edge of Field 5, to the south of
Trench 46, contained two ditches on a north east to south west orientation 14m from
the southern end of the trench. The northern ditch (182) had steep sides, a concave
base and measured 1.75m wide and 0.59m deep. It was filled by a soft light brown
grey sand silt (183) that was overlain by a friable dark brown grey silt (184) that
contained a modern nail (SF6). To the south of this, Ditch 236 had steep sides, an
irregular base, and measured 2.9m wide and 0.56m deep. This ditch was filled by a
firm dark grey silt (238) that was overlain by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (237) that
contained 902g of animal bone.

Trench 48
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3.7.8 Trench 48 (Fig. 12b) was located along the south western edge of Field 5 to the south
of Trench 47, and contained only modern field drains.

Trench 49

3.7.9 Located in the southern corner of Field 5, to the south of Trench 48, Trench 49 (Fig.
12b) contained a single ditch (185) on a north east to south west orientation. This
ditch had gentle sides, a flat base and measured 2.1m wide and 0.5m deep. It was
filled by a soft light brown grey sand silt (186) that contained 23g of animal bone.

Trench 50

3.7.10 Located in the south eastern half of Field 5 and to the east of Trench 46, Trench 50
(Fig. 12a) contained a single ditch (195) that was orientated east to west. It had steep
sides, a concave base and measured 0.9m across and 0.38m deep. It was filled by a
firm light yellow grey silt sand (196).

Trench 51

3.7.11 Again, located in the south eastern half of Field 5 and to the east of Trench 48, Trench
51 (Fig. 12b) contained a ditch (247) that was on north west to south east orientation,
had gentle sides, a concave base and that measured 1.3m wide and 0.42m deep. It
was filled by a soft mid grey brown sand silt (248). This ditch was cut by a circular pit
(249) that had near vertical sides, a concave base and measured 1.02m in diameter
and 0.64m deep. This pit was filled by a soft dark grey sand silt (250) that contained a
chip of worked flint and 18g of animal bone.

Trench 52

3.7.12 Located on the south eastern edge of Field 5, and to the south of Trench 51, Trench 52
(Fig. 12b) only contained features at its south eastern end.

3.7.13 Extending from the south eastern end, Ditch 187 was on a north west to south east
orientation with gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.42m wide and 0.1m
deep. It was filled by a soft dark brown silt sand (188) and was cut by Ditch terminus
189 on its western edge. This later ditch was again orientated north west to south
east, but had steep sides, a flat base and measured 1.04m wide and 0.1m deep. It was
filled by a soft mid brown silt sand (190) that contained 6g of animal bone and a post
medieval or later iron nail (SF1).

3.7.14 To the north west of the ditch terminus (189) was a pit (191) that had steep sides, a
concave base and measured 0.74m across and 0.14m deep. It was filled by a soft mid
brown silt sand (192). Both this pit and Ditch terminus 189 were cut by a second pit
(193) with steep sides, a concave base and 1.1m across and 0.2m deep. This pit was
filled by a soft mid brown silt sand (194).

Trench 53

3.7.15 Located at the northern edge of Field 5, to the east of the flooded area, Trench 53 (Fig.
12c) was devoid of archaeological features.

Trench 54

3.7.16 Near the north east corner of Field 5, and to the north east of Trench 53, Trench 54
(Fig. 12c) contained a single ditch (219) at its western end. It was on a north east to
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south west orientation, with gentle sides, a concave base, 0.52m across and 0.07m
deep, and filled by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (220).

Trenches 55 58

3.7.17 Located in the north eastern corner of Field 5, these trenches (Fig. 12c) were devoid
of archaeological features.

Trench 59

3.7.18 In the northern half of Field 5, and to the east of Trench 58, Trench 59 (Fig. 12c)
contained a single ditch (231) 10.7m from its eastern end and on a north west to
south east orientation. It had gentle sides, flat base and measuring 1.52m across and
0.29m deep. It was filled by a soft mid grey silt sand (232) that was overlain by a soft
dark grey silt sand (233).

Trench 60

3.7.19 On the north eastern edge of Field 5 and to the south of Trench 57, Trench 60 (Fig.
12c) contained a single ditch (234) 9.5m from its eastern end. This ditch had gentle
sides, a concave base and measured 0.7m across and 0.1m deep. It was filled by a soft
dark brown sand silt (235).

Trench 61

3.7.20 Trench 61 (Fig. 12d) was located in the eastern half of Field 5 to the south of Trench
59, and contained a ditch, a ditch terminus and a pit. The ditch terminus (225)
extended from the south eastern end of the trench with a north west to south east
orientation. It had irregular sides, a concave base and measured 0.8m across and
0.26m deep. It was filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (226).

3.7.21 On a north east to south west orientation, and 12.5m to the north west of the ditch
terminus was a ditch (223) with gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 0.57m
across and 0.25m deep. This was filled by a soft mid yellow grey silt sand (224).

3.7.22 The pit (221) was located a further 4.6m to the north west, with gentle sides, a flat
base and 1.78m across and 0.27m deep. It was filled by a firm mid red grey silt sand
(222).

Trench 62

3.7.23 Trench 62 (Fig. 12d) was located near the north eastern edge of the field and to the
north of Trench 61. It contained two small pits and a ditch. The ditch (276) was located
12.7m from the southern end of the trench with a north east to south west
orientation, gentle sides and a concave base. It measured 0.6m across and 0.1m deep,
and was filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (277).

3.7.24 Located 14m to the north, Pit 278 had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.5m
in diameter and 0.14m deep. It was filled by a soft light grey brown silt sand (279). Pit
280 was located a further 5m to the north and had gentle sides, a concave base and
measured 0.66m in diameter and 0.12m deep.

Trench 63
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3.7.25 Trench 63 (Fig. 12d) was located on the north eastern edge of Field 5 to the east of
Trench 62, and contained a single pit (270) towards its north western end. This pit had
steep sides, a concave base and measured 0.45m by 0.6m across and 0.18m deep. It
was filled by a soft dark grey silt sand (271).

Trench 64

3.7.26 Trench 64 (Fig. 12d) was located on the north eastern edge of Field 5 to the south of
Trench 63. It contained a ditch (268) that was on a north west to south east
orientation, had gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.6m wide and 0.16m
deep. It was filled by a loose mid grey brown sand silt (269) that contained 162g of
animal bone. This ditch was cut along its norther edge by a ditch (294) also on a north
west to south east orientation, with gentle sides, a concave base and measuring 0.19m
wide and 0.06m deep. It was filled by a loose light grey brown sand silt (295).

Trench 65

3.7.27 Located in the middle of Field 5, between Trenches 32, 50, 58 and 66, Trench 65 (Fig.
12a) contained two ditches and a posthole.

3.7.28 Ditch terminus 207 was located 3.6m from the northern end of the trench with gentle
sides, a concave base and measured 0.86m wide and 0.23m deep. It was on an east to
west orientation and was filled by a soft light grey sand (208).

3.7.29 Located 4.7m to the south, Ditch 209 was on a north west to south east orientation
with gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.55m wide and 0.15m deep. It was
filled by a soft mid brown grey silt sand (210).

3.7.30 The posthole (211) was located a further 11.4m to the south and had gentle sides, a
concave base, and measured 0.36m in diameter and 0.08m deep. It was filled by a soft
dark brown silt sand (212).

Trench 66

3.7.31 Located in the middle of the field and to the east of Trench 65, Trench 66 (Fig. 12a)
was devoid of archaeology.

Trench 67

3.7.32 Trench 67 (Fig. 12a) was located in the middle of Field 5, to the south of Trench 66 and
contained a series of ditches on an east to west orientation, at its southern end and
two shallow pits/depressions across its middle.

3.7.33 Ditch 255 (Section 100, Fig. 14), at the southern end of the trench had a steep southern
edge and imperceptible edge to the north. It was measured to a 0.46m depth and filled
by affirm mid blue grey clay sand (256) that was overlain by a firm light yellow brown
clay sand (257) that contained an incomplete post medieval iron nail (SF2). This ditch
was cut across its northern edge by Ditch 251 which had steep sides and measured
3.6m across. It was excavated to a depth of 0.4m before becoming inundated with
water from the field drains cutting across it. It was filled by a firm light yellow brown
clay sand (252). Ditch 253 cut across the southern edge of Ditch 255, and had steep
sides, a concave base and measured 0.6m across and 0.23m in depth. It was filled by
a soft mid brown grey clay sand (254).
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3.7.34 Located 7m to the north, Pit/depression 272 had gentle sides, an irregular base and
measured 1.1m across and 0.14m in depth. Pit/depression 274, just to the north,
measured 1.4m across and 0.16m deep. Both were filled by a soft mixed light yellow
brown and brown grey clay sand (273 and 275 respectively).

Trench 68

3.7.35 Towards the southern edge of Field 5 and to the south of Trench 67, Trench 68 (Fig.
12d) contained a ditch and two pits.

3.7.36 The ditch (217) was located 7m from the north eastern end of the trench with steep
sides, a concave base and measuring 0.52m wide and 0.2m deep. It was filled by a soft
mid grey brown clay sand (218) that contained a single fragment (9.4g) of burnt flint.

3.7.37 A further 11m to the south west were two sub circular pits (213 and 215) with steep
sides and concave bases. They measured 0.54 0.68m across and 0.18 0.24m deep, and
were filled by a soft mottled light grey and yellow clay sand (214 and 216 respectively).

Trench 69

3.7.38 Located on the southern edge of Field 5 and to the east of Trench 68, Trench 69 (Fig.
12b) contained a pit (243) 4.2m from its western edge. This pit had a gentle southern
edge and steep northern edge, a concave base, and measured 0.6 by 0.5m across and
0.14m deep. It was filled by a firm mid grey brown silt sand (244).

3.7.39 Ditch 245 was located a further 13.6m to the east and was on a north east to south
west orientation. It had gentle sides, an irregular base and measured 2m across and
0.36m deep. It was filled by a firm mid grey brown silt sand (246) that contained 36g
of animal bone.

Trench 70

3.7.40 Near the south east corner of Field 5, and to the north of Trench 69, Trench 70 (Fig.
12d) contained two ditches across the middle of the trench on an east to west
orientation. Ditch 261 (Section 99, Fig. 14) had gentle sides, a concave base, measured
1.85m across and 0.4m deep. It was filled by a compact dark grey brown silt sand (262)
that was overlain by a compact mid brown grey silt sand (263). This was cut along its
southern edge by a second ditch (246) with gentle sides, a concave base and
measuring 2m across and 0.4m deep. This ditch was filled by a soft dark grey brown
silt sand (265).

Trench 71

3.7.41 Trench 71 (Fig. 12d) was located in the south east corner of the field, to the east of
Trench 70 and contained two ditches and a pit.

3.7.42 The pit (241) was located 2.2m from the northern end of the trench with steep sides,
a concave base and measuring 0.73m by 0.55m across and 0.3m deep, and was filled
by a soft dark brown silt sand (242).

3.7.43 Located 4.5m to the south, Ditch 258 was on a north east to south west orientation
with steep sides, a concave base and measuring 2.1m across and 0.45m deep. This
ditch was filled by a soft mid brown grey sand (259) that was overlain by a soft dark
grey brown silt sand (260).
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3.7.44 A further 23.5m to the south, Ditch 239 was on a north east to south west orientation
with gentle sides, a concave base and measured 0.65m across and 0.16m deep. It was
filled by a soft mid grey brown silt sand (240).

Trench 72

3.7.45 Located on the south eastern edge of Field 5, and to the south of Trench 68, Trench 72
(Fig. 12b) contained a ditch towards each end. Ditch 227, 6m from the northern end,
was on a north east to south west orientation, with a steep southern edge and gentle
northern edge. It had a concave base and measured 2.1m across and 0.42m deep, and
was filled by a soft dark grey brown silt sand (228).

3.7.46 Ditch 229 was located 8.8m from the southern edge of the trench and was on a north
west to south east orientation. It had gentle sides, a concave base and measured
0.31m across and 0.07m deep. It was filled by a loose dark green grey sand (230).

Trench 73

3.7.47 Located along the south eastern edge of the trench, to the east of Trench 72 and south
of Trench 69, Trench 73 (Fig. 12b) was devoid of archaeological features.

3.8 Finds summary
Bucket sampling

3.8.1 Bucket sampling, and walking around the area of the trenches both prior to excavation
and during the works, revealed a mixture of pottery, clay tobacco pipe fragments and
both worked and burnt flint.

3.8.2 The pottery recovered from bucket sampling (and walking across the fields) resulted
in an assemblage of 23 sherds (225g) of mainly post medieval 18th 19th century
pottery. However, a single sherd of Saxon pottery was recovered from the topsoil in
Trench 17, and medieval pottery from Field 4 and Trench 33. Similarly, the subsoil (2)
in Trenches 17 and 36 produced post medieval material, while, in Trench 34, it
contained a Saxon sherd and, in Trench 45, a small fragment of medieval East Anglian
Redware. Subsoil 378 in Trenches 13 and 14 produced post medieval pottery.

3.8.3 Clay tobacco pipes recovered during bucket sampling accounted for nearly half of the
assemblage and was mostly stem fragments, although two heel fragments were
recovered from Trenches 34 and 39 and a bowl fragment was recovered from Trench
40.

3.8.4 Bucket sampling revealed eight fragments of worked flint from the topsoil (3). This was
spread between Trenches 17 (2 fragments, plus one (6.1g) of burnt flint), 38 (one flake,
plus two fragments (41.6g) of burnt flint), 41 (two secondary flakes), 42 (one tertiary
flake), 47 (one tertiary blade) and 49 (one secondary flake). Walking across the fields
also revealed worked flint – three secondary flakes and a core from Field 3, and two
secondary flakes from Field 4.

3.8.5 In addition, three shards (31g) of glass were recovered from the topsoil and subsoil.
The topsoil in Trench 37 produced a 19th century marble, possibly from a Codd type
bottle; whilst the subsoil in Trenches 13 and 45 produced 19th century or 19th 20th
century glass.
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Metal detector survey

3.8.6 Although metalwork has been recorded across the ploughed fields (Fields 3 5),
scanning with a metal detector revealed no additional material. Surveys previously
undertaken by metal detectorists and reported through the PAS scheme have recorded
a Late Bronze Age Early Iron Age bronze razor (CHER 11019A), two Roman coins (CHER
07097), a fragment of an Early Saxon brooch (CHER 11019B), four medieval coins
(CHER 07097A), a further six medieval coins and jettons on the western part of the site
(Wiseman and Macaulay 2017, 6) and post medieval metalwork (CHER 07097B).
Additional metalwork has also been recovered from the allotments, including fibulae
fragments and coins (CHER 07602a). The only metalwork that was recovered was
through hand excavation of features, resulting in nine iron nails and two iron artefacts.

Metalwork

3.8.7 The evaluation trenches revealed a total of 12 fragments of metal artefacts within 8 of
the trenches (14, 33, 35, 36, 41, 47, 52 and 67). With the exception of SF4 and 5,
respectively recovered from a pit (331) and a pond (344), these were recovered from
ditches. The metalwork assemblage is formed of 10 incomplete nails (SF1, 2, 4 7 and
9), one fastener (SF3) and a possible window pivot all dating to the post medieval or
modern periods.

Pottery

3.8.8 The evaluation trenches produced a moderately sized pottery assemblage of 184
sherds (3.113kg) from across 23 trenches and Field 4. This consisted of Iron Age
pottery (8 sherds from Trenches 33, 34 and 41), Roman ceramics (5 sherds Trench 15),
Saxon pottery (18 sherds from Trenches 12, 14, 17, 24, 34 and 35), with the bulk
consisting of medieval pottery. Several fragmented medieval vessels recovered from
Trench 41 form the bulk of the assemblage, however, the overall impression is of a
widely distributed sparse assemblage, including 18th and 19th century fabrics. The
condition of the assemblage is moderately abraded.

Clay tobacco pipe

3.8.9 During the evaluation, 26 fragments (131g) of white ball clay tobacco pipe were
recovered from layers and features across 14 trenches. Almost half of these were
recovered from the topsoil and subsoil. The stratified material comprised of stem
fragments from many different pipes. These indicate the consumption of tobacco on,
or near, the site during the 18th and 19th centuries.

Ceramic Building Material

3.8.10 A total of 142 fragments, weighing 6.259kg, of CBM were recovered from the
evaluation across Fields 2 5. This assemblage comprised mostly of medieval to post
medieval non descript tile fragments, with some fragments also coming from the
Roman, medieval, post medieval and early modern periods. However, the abraded
nature and the spread of the material indicates that the assemblage has been subject
to post depositional erosion processes, probably associated with the agricultural
activity on the site. The Roman material indicates only an ephemeral Roman presence
near rather than necessarily within the proposed development area.
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Mortar

3.8.11 A total of three abraded fragments (83g) of mortar was recovered from a single feature
(Ditch 67), and probably relates to the CBM also recovered from that ditch.

Fired clay

3.8.12 Two fragments (7g) of fired clay were recovered from two features. However, they
were too small and abraded to be able to gain any information from them.

Flint

3.8.13 A total of 50 worked flints and 57 fragments (2527g) of unworked burnt flint were
recovered during the evaluation. The majority of the worked flint was recovered from
archaeological features, although the condition of the flint suggests that it has seen a
degree of disturbance/re deposition, and as such represent residual material caught
up in the fills of later features. The worked flint does, however, suggest that Neolithic
and Early Bronze Age activity may have been seen in the vicinity, and the assemblage
is reminiscent of the material recovered from flint scatters sampled in the course of
the Fenland Project (Hall 1996).

3.8.14 The burnt flint suggests that locally available river terrace gravel deposits were
exploited, with only one feature (Pit 399) likely to be of a contemporary date with the
flint as it was dominated by relatively large pieces (up to 252.9g in weight).

Glass

3.8.15 A small assemblage of undated and 19th and 20th century glass (8 shards, weighing
0.539kg) was recovered from the evaluation. Three shards (31g) were recovered from
the topsoil in Trench 37 and subsoil in Trenches 13 and 45. The remainder of the
assemblage (5 shards, 508g) was recovered from ditches in Trenches 26, 33, 46 and a
pit in Trench 41. The bulk of this material was 18th century and probably relates to the
ceramic material recovered from the same features. The shards from bottles may have
been from bottles discarded by agricultural workers in the fields. The presence of
window and vessel glass suggests the presence of either buildings or domestic activity,
but this may be the result of rubbish deposition from settlement some distance from
the site.

Fuel or fuel by products

3.8.16 A total of 13g of oil shale and coal was recovered from Ditch 315 in Trench 33 and Ditch
75 in Trench 39. These were recovered from features with post medieval pottery and
are an occasional find on archaeological sites across the east of England.

Environmental samples

3.8.17 A total of 20 bulk environmental samples were taken from a range of ditches, pits and
a pond within the evaluation trenches. In addition, two monolith samples were taken
from a buried soil, and three samples were taken for the analysis of molluscs. These
showed the preservation of plant remains by charring, waterlogging and
mineralisation. The samples revealed the presence of barley and flax, bramble and
elderberry from Field 3; and barley, rye, wheat, grape/raisin, bean, oats, arable land
weeds and wetland plants in Field 4.



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 30 26 July 2018

Animal bone

3.8.18 A total of 114 fragments (13.3kg) of animal bone was recovered from hand excavation
of ditches and pits during the evaluation, and 341 fragments (700g, of mainly bird
amphibian and small mammal) from environmental samples. These came from 20 of
the trenches, and represented the remains of cattle, sheep/goat, pig, horse, cat, dog,
bird and rabbit. These remains are likely to be medieval or post medieval in date, with
good preservation.

Mollusca

3.8.19 A total of 54g of shells was collected by hand during the evaluation. The shells
recovered are edible examples of oyster Ostrea edulis, from estuarine and shallow
coastal waters and mussel Mytilus edulis from intertidal zones. The shell is moderately
well preserved and does not appear to have been deliberately broken or crushed.
These came from five trenches and were probably incorporated as part of general
rubbish deposition.
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4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Introduction
4.1.1 Although very few features of likely archaeological origin registered in the aerial

photograph assessment (Fig. 7; Cox 2017) and geophysical survey (Fig. 8; Swinbank
2017), trial trenching revealed a whole swathe of archaeological features, primarily
focused in the south western half of the proposed development area (Fig. 9 12). The
majority of the trenches excavated (64 out of 73) contained archaeological features,
with the majority of these comprising ditches on varying alignments, but also included
pits of varying sizes, postholes and buried soils, with material dating from the Iron Age
to post medieval periods.

4.1.2 About half of this archaeology was slight, with the other half comprising larger ditches
and pits. Ditch and pit dimensions varied, with the cuts typically under 0.5m deep; the
major exceptions being ditches 24, 164, 282, 304, 317, 363 and 407 (Trench 17, 34, 36,
34, 38, 35 and 13 respectively), quarry pits 87 and 91 in Trench 42, and pond 360 in
Trench 41. Similarly, most features contained simple, single fills of a mid brown grey
or grey brown silt sand, often devoid of charcoal. These features were clearly visible
within the evaluation trenches, but the depth and character of their fills, and
potentially, the variation in the geology of the site (which comprised sands with
patches of gravels), may partly account for their 'invisibility' in the aerial photograph
assessment and geophysical survey.

4.1.3 Some of the larger features registered in the geophysical survey, but with only the
ditches running across Trenches 33, 35, 36, 37, 38 and 41, and pits in Trench 40,
towards the south western edge of Field 4 being identified as archaeological features.
Additional undetermined anomalies were also revealed as archaeological features
upon excavation. It is likely, however, that the depth of the layers above the features
in Fields 3 and 4 were limiting factors in what was able to be identified. The ‘ferrous
spread’ in and around Trench 41 (Swinbank 2017 fig. 5) may relate to the pond, and
the strong natural anomalies in and around Trenches 34 and 42 (Swinbank 2017 fig. 5)
may relate to the areas of quarrying.

4.1.4 Overall, the geophysical survey has not provided a reliable guide to the below ground
archaeology. It has, however, identified areas of recent ground disturbance, such as in
Field 4, where the plotted patches of ‘ferrous spread’ and strong natural anomalies
(Swinbank 2017 fig. 5) correspond with quarrying activity and a large pond. Other
areas of ‘natural spread’ and weaker natural anomalies or trends correspond with
variations in the natural geology, including softer areas of sand.

4.1.5 Overall, the aerial photograph assessment has not provided a reliable guide to the
below ground archaeology. It identified the field drains in Fields 4 and 5 (Cox 2017 plan
1), many of which had been placed along the lines of archaeological features and the
area of quarrying that resulted in the west corner of Field 5 remaining underwater.
Some of the cultivation marks in Field 3 (Cox 2017 plan 1) also relate to features
identified in the intrusive works.

4.1.6 Despite the lack of a clear correlation between the non intrusive survey results and
those of the trial trenching, the evaluation has determined the character, distribution
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and preservation of archaeological deposits and remains at the site. Moreover, the
recovery and analysis of the artefact assemblage provides sufficient chronological
information to structure a period based discussion of the archaeology and its general
distribution.

4.2 Interpretation
Prehistoric/Iron Age

4.2.1 Part of a Late Bronze Age or Early Iron Age field system was identified immediately
south west of Field 2 (Hickling 2005, 9; ECB 2089). This may have continued across into
Trench 12 where an Iron Age ditch (375) was identified.

4.2.2 A small collection of struck flints was recovered from various features across the
proposed development area. These, and the eight Early Iron Age pottery sherds that
were recovered indicate that there was early activity taking place within the vicinity.
The sparsity of clearly prehistoric features suggests that this activity was taking place
towards the west, on the higher ground occupied by the current town.

Roman

4.2.3 Evidence for Roman activity is rare in Soham, with no particular focus having been
identified (Rees 2009, 11). This trend has continued in the investigated area, with only
five sherds of Roman pottery having been recovered from Trench 15 and 985g of
Roman CBM recovered from across the site.

4.2.4 Evidence of a Roman ditched field system, on a north east to south west orientation
was, however, identified further to the south, on the former allotments on Fordham
Road (Connor 2001). These continued the pattern of Iron Age ditches that defined
regular rectangular fields and possible droveways (Connor 2001, 25), and hints at the
continuity in the orientation of field systems.

Saxon

4.2.5 The pottery that was recovered during the evaluation suggests that there may have
been Saxon occupation within the vicinity of Trenches 12 and 14 in Field 2; Trench 24
in Field 3; and around Trenches 34 and 35 in Field 4. These hint at pockets of activity
towards the historic core of the town, and further indicate that the fields in the
proposed development area were on the periphery of the settlement.

4.2.6 Work on Pratt Street (Taylor and Waite 1991; ECB 1494), 100m to the south west of
the allotments, identified Late Saxon or early Medieval ditches and gullies with
relatively large unabraded sherds of pottery and animal bone, as well as charcoal and
mortar, that suggested that domestic occupation was either present or not far away
(Taylor and Waite 1991, 4).

Medieval

4.2.7 The results of the fieldwork present evidence of a planned medieval field system,
possibly associated with a settlement, throughout the medieval period. Several of the
ditches extend through multiple trenches – such as ditches 149/153/151 in Trench 26
with ditches 174/176/172 in Trench 24; ditch 112 (Trench 37), 282 (Trench 36), 363
(Trench 35) and 315 (Trench 33). These were orientated north east to south west and
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parallel to the modern boundary. This is the same alignment as Calfe Fen Lane – which
had existed by the time of the 1656 map – and Brewhouse Lane, and perpendicular to
Pratt Street to the south west. These field strip boundaries follow the same north east
to south west orientation that was identified at the Weatherall’s Primary School on
the south western edge of the site (Phillips et al 2013).

4.2.8 There was re working of some of the ditches, as in the case of Ditch 149/153/151 in
Field 3. In some cases, this meant the boundary ditch was utilised into the post
medieval period – as with the post medieval element to Ditch 315 in Field 4, which
had been established prior to the 1656 mapping of the area. This continuity is still
evident with the line of the current hedged boundaries. These could have developed
from the medieval burgage plot boundaries that were potentially seen at Ten Bells
Lane and had gone out of use by the later medieval period (Atkins 2004, 10; ECB 1809).
These were on the same alignment (north east to south west) as the majority of
ditches seen at the current site.

4.2.9 In addition to the arable farming that would have been taking place in the fields, there
is a hint at the animal husbandry that was occurring with four depressions across two
trenches in Field 5 (197 and 199 in Trench 31 and 272 and 274 in Trench 67). These are
likely to be puddling depressions from the movement of animals in the same spot
when it was wet, such as from pigs wallowing. These were shallow depressions with a
slightly irregular nature to their sides and base.

4.2.10 Quarrying for sands was taking place around the central area of Field 4 (Pits 84, 87, 91
in Trench 42, and Pits 338 and 355 in Trench 34). This activity was also seen to the
north west with the late medieval quarry pit at Ten Bells Lane (Atkins 2004, 10), 25m
to the west of the allotments. This sand may have been used for resurfacing roads, and
backfilled with soil that had been lying around for some time with the abraded nature
of the pottery recovered (Atkins 2004, 10).

4.2.11 The medieval and post medieval periods saw small ponds and networks of streams
across areas of arable land (Rees 2009, 11; AP assessment). This can be seen with the
pond (344) in Trench 41. Ponds like this may have remained open for a while and
accumulated deposits. In conjunction with the one identified in Field 4, work along
Brewhouse Lane (less than 100m to the south west of the site boundary) also
uncovered an in filled pond consisting of a dark grey silt sand with frequent organic
inclusions (Bradley Lovekin 2007, 3; ECB 2555). In this instance it was post medieval
as it cut the subsoil. A, probably, post medieval pond was also identified at Pratt Street
(Taylor and Waite 1991, 4)

4.2.12 Some of the infilling of features, such as the pits in Trench 41, suggest that there was
rubbish deposition relating to mid 12th to late 14th century occupation. These were
located between a pond (344) and ditch (388), in the same vicinity that abundant
charred grains were recovered from the environmental sample taken from Ditch 292
and Pits 327 and 331. The 1991 (Taylor and Waite 1991) and 2013 (Phillips et al 2013)
evaluations produced similar evidence of domestic activity without having settlement
features, suggesting that the focus of settlement was further to the west, perhaps
ending the medieval core of Soham by Ten Bells Lane and Cornwell Close (Atkins 2004;
Hickling 2005).
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Post medieval

4.2.13 Many of the medieval ditches had gone out of use by the time of the 1656 Soham and
Fordham Manor map, with larger fields gradually becoming utilised, so that by the end
of the 19th century, and the OS mapping, the fields were largely the size and shape
that they are now. The post medieval ditches that were identified relate to the
continuing medieval boundaries and drainage channels between them to keep the
farmed land more usable.

4.2.14 Early modern quarrying may have taken place in the central northern portion of the
site, adjacent to former ponds that can be seen in the 1885 Ordnance Survey map (Fig.
5), and that may indicate earlier phases of extraction (Rees 2009, 11, 15). A result of
this quarrying was the inundated area around Trenches 29 and 30.

4.2.15 Buried soils (82 and 83 in Field 3, 100 in Field 4 and 381 in Field 2) were present in
some areas of the site. Only animal bone was recovered from these (21g in deposit
82), but this overlay Ditch 43, and suggests that it was medieval at the earliest. It is
likely to have been built up from agricultural activities as the fields became enlarged,
focusing as they do towards the edges of the fields (the eastern end of Trench 13 in
Field 2; the north western and south western edges of Field 3; and the western corner
of Field 4).

4.2.16 The 1656 map shows the site as within fields from before 1656, with the gradual
enlarging of the fields to those seen in the later 1840 Tithe and Ordnance Survey maps.
This confirms the lack of post medieval disturbance found on the site by
demonstrating the continuity of the land use; the exception being a small 20th century
farm in Field 4 that consisted of a barn, area for turning and trackway heading from
the south west. This barn was demolished in the 1970s 80s (Rees 2009, 15, fig. 8).

4.3 Conclusion
4.3.1 The evaluation revealed a swathe of archaeological features, primarily located in the

south western half of the proposed development area, with Fig. 13 showing the
proposed development and where it will impact the archaeology. Within the identified
remains, no clear sign of settlement or domestic activity was identified, instead the
site comprises of fields on the edge of the town. Elements of the field system identified
here correlate with the results of evaluations at Weatherall’s Primary School (Phillips
et al 2013) and further west (Taylor and Waite 1991) which contain features identified
as medieval field systems (Fig. 2). The combined results of these three evaluations
indicate a moderate density of medieval agricultural activity, primarily arable farming
(particularly in the area of Fields 3 and 4), but with pockets of pastoral activity, such as
with the puddling areas in Trenches 31 and 67.

4.3.2 The mix of pottery implies that the area around the proposed development may have
had a long history of agricultural use from before its medieval occupation. The range
of pottery may also be a symptom of midden spreading and ploughing of this area
rather than direct evidence of prehistoric and Roman occupation in the immediate
vicinity, especially given the abraded nature of many sherds. The nature of the findings
from this area suggest that there was some prehistoric and Roman activity followed
by more permanent occupation in the early medieval period. These features were on
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the periphery of denser domestic and industrial activity just to the west – such as at
Brewhouse Lane (Bradley Lovekin 2007) – and 1.5km to the south on the former
allotments on Fordham Road (Connor 2001).

4.3.3 In Field 4 these relate to medieval strip fields and their later enlarging into post
medieval plots and sub plots. The post medieval field system can be seen in the 1656
map of the Soham and Fordham Manors (Fig. 3). The north western half, mainly within
Field 5, but also the north western edge of Field 4, continued the edge of the medieval
strips as they spread away from the settlement focus at Soham, which had become a
single larger field by the time of the 1656 map.

4.3.4 The results of the archaeological works provide evidence of medieval mixed
agricultural activity on the eastern side of the historic town of Soham. This activity
continued into the post medieval phase with gradual enlarging of the fields. While the
evaluation highlighted mainly arable farming activity through the identification of a
substantial field system, there is also a hint at pastoral activity. The medieval remains
therefore add to the understanding of the development of Soham during this period,
while the residual prehistoric finds highlight the presence of earlier phases of activity
in the area.
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APPENDIX A TRENCH AND CONTEXT INVENTORY
Trench Orientation Average depth (m) Features
12 NE SW 0.77 2 x ditch, levelling layer
13 WNW ESE 0.6 3 x ditch, 1 x pit, buried soil
14 NW SE 0.48 7 x ditch
15 NW SE 0.60 1 x ditch
16 NE SW 0.61 3 x ditch
17 N S 0.76 5 x ditch, 3 x pit, 1 x posthole
18 E W 0.50 3 x ditch
19 NE SW 0.60 1 x ditch, 1 x pit
20 E W 0.70 6 x ditch, 3 x posthole
21 N S 0.51 4 x ditch, 1 x pit
22 N S 0.72 3 x ditch, 2 x pit, 2 x posthole
23 E W 0.67 2 x ditch
24 NW SE 0.63 3 x ditch, 1 x pit
25 NE SW 0.74 2 x ditch
26 NW SE 0.47 3 x ditch
27 N S 0.52 2 x ditch
28 NE SW 0.73 1 x ditch, 1 x pit
29 NW SE 0.46 2 x ditch, 1 x pit
30 NE SW Not opened as in a flooded area
31 N S 0.59 2 x depression
32 NE SW 0.44
33 N S 0.79 2 x ditch, 1 x pit
34 E W 0.69 7 x ditch, 3 x pit, 1 x posthole
35 N S 0.65 3 x ditch
36 NW SE 0.54 3 x ditch, 2 x pit
37 N S 0.63 4 x ditch, 1 x pit
38 E W 0.56 5 x ditch
39 NW SE 0.56 2 x ditch
40 N S 0.85 1 x ditch, 2 x pit, 1 x posthole
41 E W 0.72 3 x ditch, 3 x pit, 1 x pond
42 N S 0.51 1 x ditch, 3 x pits
43 N S 0.49 1 x pit
44 N S 0.59 2 x ditch
45 NE SW 0.6 2 x ditch
46 E W 0.53 1 x ditch, 1 x posthole
47 N S 0.78 2 x ditch
48 NE SW 0.58
49 N S 0.45 1 x ditch
50 N S 0.55 1 x ditch
51 N S 0.63 1 x ditch, 1 x pit
52 NW SE 0.44 2 x ditch, 2 x pit
53 E W 0.48
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54 E W 0.42 1 x ditch
55 E W 0.51
56 N S 0.55
57 N S 0.55
58 NW SE 0.52
59 E W 0.55 1 x ditch
60 E W 0.48 1 x ditch
61 NW SE 0.61 2 x ditch, 1 x pit
62 N S 0.53 1 x ditch, 2 x pit
63 NW SE 0.60 1 x pit
64 E W 0.55 1 x ditch
65 N S 0.59 2 x ditch, 1 x posthole
66 E W 0.55
67 N S 0.63 3 x ditch, 2 x depression
68 NE SW 0.55 1 x ditch, 2 x pit
69 E W 0.53 1 x ditch, 1 x pit
70 N S 0.57 2 x ditch
71 N S 0.5 2 x ditch, 1 x pit
72 N S 0.47 2 x ditch
73 NE SW 0.46
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1 0 layer natural geology dark brown yellow silt sand
2 0 layer subsoil 0.2 mid grey brown silt sand
3 0 layer topsoil ploughsoil dark grey sand silt
4 4 18 cut ditch drainage 0.47 0.25 linear NW SE flat based u shape
5 4 18 fill ditch modern disuse 0.25 light brown grey sand clay
6 6 18 cut gully drainage 0.5 0.25 linear N S flat based u shape
7 6 18 fill gully disuse 0.25 light brown grey sand clay
8 8 17 cut pit unknown 1.55 0.2 sub circular wide, shallow u

shape
9 8 17 fill pit disuse 0.2 mid blue grey silt sand
10 10 18 cut ditch 2 0.53 linear NE SW flat based u shape
11 10 18 fill ditch disuse 0.53 light grey brown sand clay
12 12 17 cut ditch 1.2 0.4 linear NW SE v shaped
13 12 17 fill ditch disuse 0.4 light grey brown sand clay
14 14 17 cut ditch unknown 1.55 0.41 linear NW SE wide, flat based u

shape
15 14 17 fill ditch disuse 0.41 mid red brown clay sand
16 16 18 cut ditch unknown 10.4 0.25 linear N S irregular
17 16 18 fill ditch disuse 0.25 light brown grey sand clay
18 18 17 cut post hole structural? 0.3 0.07 sub circular shallow u shape
19 18 17 fill post hole disuse 0.07 grey brown sandy

clay
20 20 17 cut pit 0.55 0.13 sub circular shallow u shape
21 20 17 fill pit 0.55 0.13 red brown clay sand
22 22 20 cut ditch 0.78 0.32 linear NNE SSW flat based u shape
23 22 20 fill ditch disuse 0.32 light grey brown sand
24 24 17 cut ditch 6.5 0.8 linear E W
25 24 17 fill ditch silting 4 0.21 dark grey brown sand silt
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26 24 17 fill ditch 0.7 light brown grey sand silt
27 32 20 fill ditch disuse 6.8 0.28 mid grey silt sand
28 32 20 fill ditch disuse 1.7 light brown grey clay sand
29 32 20 fill ditch disuse 14 light brown grey clay sand
30 31 20 fill ditch disuse 0.8 0.28 light grey sand
31 31 20 cut ditch 0.8 0.28 linear NW SE flat based u shape
32 32 20 cut ditch 6.8 linear NE SW
33 33 20 cut ditch cultivation 0.66 0.2 linear N S irregular
34 33 20 fill ditch disuse 0.2 light brown grey clay sand
35 35 17 cut ditch 2.38 0.57 linear NE SW wide u shape
36 35 17 fill ditch disuse 2.38 0.57 light red brown clay sand
37 38 20 fill ditch disuse 0.32 light red grey sand
38 38 20 cut ditch 1 0.32 linear NW SE flat based u shape
39 39 20 cut post hole structural 0.42 0.23 sub circular u shaped
40 39 20 fill post hole disuse 0.42 0.23 mid brown grey silt clay
41 41 17 cut pit unknown 1.06 0.24 sub

rectangular
wide, flat u shape

42 41 17 fill pit 1.06 0.24 light brown grey clay sand
43 43 17 cut ditch boundary 0.9 0.26 linear NE SW wide u shape
44 43 17 fill ditch disuse 0.26 light brown grey clay sand
45 45 16 cut ditch unknown 0.47 0.15 linear N S shallow u shape
46 45 16 fill ditch 0.15 dark grey silt sand
47 47 45 cut ditch terminus 0.54 0.29 linear N S u shaped
48 47 45 fill ditch disuse 0.29 light yellow grey silt sand
49 49 45 cut ditch furrow 1.73 0.16 linear flat based u shape
50 49 45 fill ditch disuse 0.16 dark grey brown silt sand
51 51 20 cut post hole structural 0.22 0.17 circular v shaped
52 51 20 fill post hole disuse 0.17 light grey brown clay sand
53 53 20 cut post hole structural 0.32 0.16 circular u shaped
54 53 20 fill post hole disuse 0.16 light grey brown clay sand
55 55 20 cut ditch unknown 0.32 0.06 linear NW SE flat based u shape
56 55 20 fill ditch disuse 0.06 light brown grey clay sand
57 57 20 cut ditch unknown 1.24 0.42 linear NE SW flat based u shape
58 57 20 fill ditch disuse 0.3 mid brown grey clay sand
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59 57 43 cut ditch field system 1.07 0.22 linear NE SW u shaped
60 59 43 fill ditch disuse 0.22 mid grey silt sand
61 61 37 cut ditch boundary 2 0.26 linear NE SW u shaped
62 61 37 fill ditch disuse 0.26 light brown grey silt sand
63 63 37 cut pit 0.9 0.18 circular u shaped
64 63 37 fill pit 0.18 mid brown grey silt sand
65 65 16 cut ditch 0.59 linear E W u shaped
66 65 16 fill ditch disuse 0.59 dark brown silt sand
67 67 15 cut ditch 2.8 0.45 linear N S u shaped
68 67 15 fill ditch disuse 0.45 mid grey brown silt sand
69 69 44 cut ditch boundary 3.88 0.43 linear NE SW u shaped
70 69 44 fill ditch disuse 0.43 mid brown grey sand silt
71 71 44 cut ditch furrow 0.3 linear NE SW u shaped
72 71 44 fill ditch 0.3 dark grey brown silt sand
73 73 39 cut ditch unknown 1.5 0.2 linear N S flat based u shape
74 73 39 fill ditch disuse 0.2 dark grey brown silt sand
75 75 39 cut ditch unknown 1.7 0.36 linear NE SW u shaped
76 75 39 fill ditch disuse 0.36 dark grey brown silt sand
77 57 20 fill ditch disuse 0.1 light brown grey clay sand
78 78 27 cut ditch field system 0.6 0.24 linear NW SE flat based u shape
79 78 27 fill ditch disuse 0.24 mid grey brown sand silt
80 80 27 cut ditch field system 1.44 0.4 linear NW SE u shaped
81 80 27 fill ditch disuse 0.4 mid grey brown sand silt
82 0 17 layer buried soil 0.22 light brown grey sand
83 0 17 layer buried soil 0.12 light grey sand
84 84 42 cut pit quarrying 1.28 0.48 circular N S u shaped
85 84 42 fill pit 1.28 0.48 dark grey sand
86 84 42 fill pit 0.76 0.14 mid grey silt sand
87 87 42 cut pit quarrying 8.4 0.9 sub circular E W wide u shape
88 87 42 fill pit 7 0.6 dark grey silt sand
89 87 42 fill pit 7.55 0.07 mid brown grey sand
90 87 42 fill pit disuse 8.4 0.2 mid brown grey silt sand
91 91 42 cut pit quarrying 2.68 1.15 sub circular E W u shaped
92 91 42 fill pit dark brown grey silt sand
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93 91 42 fill natural disuse 2.7 0.35 mid brown grey silt sand
94 0 16 layer buried soil 0.1 light grey sand
95 0 16 layer buried soil 0.21 light brown grey sand
96 0 24 layer buried soil 0.2 light brown grey sand
97 0 19 layer buried soil 0.2 light brown grey sand
98 0 28 layer buried soil 0.2 light brown clay sand
99 0 25 layer buried soil 0.16 light brown grey sand
100 0 40 layer buried soil 0.2 mid grey sand
101 0 32 layer buried soil 0.09 mid grey sand
102 102 28 cut ditch boundary 3.3 0.4 linear NE SW u shaped
103 102 28 fill ditch disuse 0.4 mid brown grey clay sand
104 104 34 cut pit 2.1 0.3 circular NE SW u shaped
105 104 34 fill pit disuse 0.3 dark grey Sand
106 106 19 cut ditch unknown 1.9 0.35 linear N S u shaped
107 106 19 fill ditch disuse 0.35 mid brown grey sand silt
108 108 16 cut ditch drainage 2 0.18 linear N S u shaped
109 108 16 fill ditch 0.18 dark grey brown sand silt
110 110 16 cut ditch 0.49 linear E W u shaped
111 110 16 fill ditch 0.49 light grey brown sand
112 112 37 cut ditch unknown 2.74 0.6 linear E W flat based u shape
113 112 37 fill ditch 0.6 dark yellow brown silt sand
114 114 37 cut ditch 1.05 0.28 linear NW SE u shaped
115 114 37 fill ditch disuse 0.28 dark orange brown silt sand
116 116 21 cut ditch 0.5 0.2 linear NW SE u shaped
117 116 21 fill ditch disuse 0.5 0.2 light brown grey clay sand
118 118 21 cut ditch drainage? 0.68 0.36 linear NW SE flat based u shape
119 118 21 fill ditch disuse 0.36 light brown grey clay sand
120 120 19 cut pit 0.55 0.23 circular u shaped
121 120 19 fill pit 0.23 mid brown grey silt sand
122 338 34 fill pit redeposited natural 0.2 dark yellow brown clay sand
123 123 37 cut gully drainage 0.75 0.23 indeterminate NE SW u shaped
124 123 37 fill gully disuse 0.23 dark grey brown silt sand
125 125 22 cut pit 1.7 0.42 sub circular E W u shaped
126 125 22 fill pit disuse 0.42 light grey sand
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127 127 21 cut gully 0.27 0.28 linear NW SE u shaped
128 127 21 fill gully 0.27 0.09 dark brown grey silt sand
129 127 21 fill gully 0.28 0.24 light grey brown sand silt
130 130 21 cut pit 0.85 0.14 circular u shaped
131 130 21 fill pit disuse 0.85 0.14 light brown grey clay silt
132 132 28 cut pit 1.17 0.31 sub circular E W u shaped
133 132 28 fill pit disuse 1.17 0.31 dark grey silt sand
134 134 21 cut ditch 0.43 0.15 linear NE SW u shaped
135 134 21 fill ditch disuse 0.43 0.15 light brown grey sand silt
136 136 22 cut ditch 0.44 0.16 linear NW SE u shaped
137 136 22 fill ditch disuse 0.44 0.16 dark brown grey silt sand
138 138 22 cut post hole 0.4 0.2 sub circular u shaped
139 138 22 fill post hole disuse 0.4 0.2 light yellow grey silt sand
140 140 22 cut pit unknown 1.3 0.32 sub circular shallow u shape
141 140 22 fill pit disuse 1.3 0.32 mid orange grey silt clay
142 142 22 cut ditch unknown 2.1 0.44 linear E W u shaped
143 142 22 fill ditch disuse 1.18 0.26 dark blue grey silt sand
144 142 22 fill ditch disuse 1.87 0.42 mid yellow brown silt sand
145 145 22 cut ditch terminus 0.66 0.36 linear E W u shaped
146 145 22 fill ditch disuse 0.66 0.36 light yellow grey silt sand
147 147 22 cut post hole 0.29 0.12 circular u shaped
148 147 22 fill post hole disuse 0.29 0.12 light yellow grey silt sand
149 149 26 cut ditch boundary 1.2 0.2 linear NW SE u shaped
150 149 26 fill ditch disuse 1.2 0.2 mid grey sand silt
151 151 26 cut ditch boundary 1.6 0.3 linear NW SE u shaped
152 151 26 fill ditch disuse 1.6 0.3 mid grey brown sand silt
153 153 26 cut ditch boundary 1.2 0.46 linear NW SE u shaped
154 153 26 fill ditch primary 0.06 dark grey sand silt
155 153 26 fill ditch disuse 0.4 mid brown grey silt sand
156 156 25 cut ditch 0.3 0.16 linear N S
157 156 25 fill ditch disuse 0.3 0.16 light brown grey silt sand
158 158 25 cut ditch terminus 1.05 0.19 linear N S wide u shape
159 158 25 fill ditch terminus disuse 1.05 0.19 dark grey black sand silt
160 160 46 cut ditch boundary 1.06 0.32 linear N S u shaped
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161 160 46 fill ditch disuse 1.06 0.32 mid grey brown sand silt
162 162 46 cut posthole structural 0.8 0.1 sub circular u shaped
163 162 46 fill posthole disuse 0.8 0.1 pale brown grey sand silt
164 164 34 cut ditch boundary 1.82 0.84 linear N S u shaped
165 164 34 fill ditch silting 1 0.28 dark grey sand
166 164 34 fill ditch disuse 1.42 0.34 mid green grey sand
167 164 34 fill ditch disuse 1.82 0.2 dark grey sand
168 168 23 cut ditch terminus 0.37 0.09 linear N S wide u shape
169 168 23 fill ditch disuse 0.37 0.09 dark brown grey sand
170 170 24 cut ditch drainage 0.91 0.26 linear NE SW u shaped
171 170 24 fill ditch disuse 0.91 0.26 mid grey brown silt sand
172 172 24 cut gully drainage 0.56 0.22 linear NE SW u shaped
173 172 24 fill gully disuse 0.56 0.22 mid grey brown silt sand
174 174 24 cut ditch drainage 0.48 0.24 linear NE SW shallow u shape
175 174 24 fill ditch disuse 0.48 0.24 mid grey brown silt sand
176 176 24 cut ditch drainage 1.83 0.46 linear NE SW u shaped
177 176 24 fill ditch disuse 1.83 0.46 mid grey brown silt sand
178 178 23 cut ditch 2.75 0.39 linear E W wide u shape
179 178 23 fill ditch disuse 2.75 0.39 dark grey brown silt sand
180 180 24 cut pit disposal 1.77 0.14 sub circular wide u shape
181 180 24 fill pit disuse 1.77 0.14 dark brown grey silt sand
182 182 47 cut ditch 1.75 0.59 linear NW SE wide u shape
183 182 47 fill ditch 1.65 0.24 light brown grey sand silt
184 182 47 fill ditch disuse 1.3 0.35 dark brown grey silt
185 185 49 cut ditch 2.1 0.5 linear E W flat based u shape
186 185 49 fill ditch disuse 2.1 0.5 light brown grey sand silt
187 187 52 cut ditch hedgerow? 0.42 0.1 linear NE SW u shaped
188 187 52 fill ditch disuse 0.42 0.1 dark brown silt sand
189 189 52 cut ditch 1.04 0.1 linear N S wide, flat based u

shape
190 189 52 fill ditch disuse 1.04 0.1 mid brown silt sand
191 191 52 cut pit 0.74 0.14 sub circular NW SE wide u shape
192 191 52 fill pit disuse 0.74 0.14 mid brown silt sand
193 193 52 cut pit 1.1 0.2 sub circular NW SE u shaped



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 44 26 July 2018

194 193 52 fill pit disuse 1.1 0.2 mid brown silt sand
195 195 50 cut ditch 0.9 0.38 circular E W u shaped
196 195 50 fill ditch disuse 0.9 0.38 light yellow grey silt sand
197 197 31 cut pit puddling 1.45 0.1 sub circular wide, flat u shape
198 197 31 fill pit disuse 1.45 0.1 dark grey brown silt sand
199 199 31 cut pit puddling 1.18 0.13 sub circular wide flat u shape
200 199 31 fill pit disuse 1.18 0.13 dark grey brown silt sand
201 201 29 cut ditch 2.8 linear E W not excavated
202 201 29 fill ditch disuse 2.8 dark grey brown clay sand
203 203 29 cut ditch 1.8 linear N S not excavated
204 203 29 fill ditch disuse 1.8 mid brown clay sand
205 205 29 cut pit quarry 1.2 circular not excavated
206 205 29 fill pit disuse 1.2 mid red brown clay sand
207 207 65 cut ditch drainage 0.86 0.23 linear E W u shaped
208 207 65 fill ditch disuse 0.86 0.23 light grey sand
209 209 65 cut ditch drainage 0.55 0.15 linear NW SE u shaped
210 209 65 fill ditch disuse 0.55 0.15 mid brown grey silt sand
211 211 65 cut post hole 0.35 0.08 circular u shaped
212 211 65 fill post hole disuse 0.35 0.08 dark brown silt sand
213 213 68 cut pit 0.68 0.24 sub circular E W u shaped
214 213 68 fill pit disuse 0.68 0.24 light grey, mottled

with occasional
mid yellow orange

clay sand

215 215 68 cut pit 0.54 0.18 sub circular E W u shaped
216 215 68 fill pit disuse 0.54 0.18 light grey mottled

with mid yellow
brown

clay sand

217 217 68 cut ditch 0.52 0.2 linear NW SE u shaped
218 217 68 fill ditch disuse 0.52 0.2 mid grey brown clay sand
219 219 54 cut ditch drainage 0.52 0.07 linear NE SW u shaped
220 219 54 fill ditch disuse 0.52 0.07 mid grey brown silt sand
221 221 61 cut pit 1.78 0.27 sub circular shallow, flat based

u shape
222 221 61 fill pit disuse 1.78 0.27 mid red grey silt sand
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223 223 61 cut ditch 0.57 0.25 linear E W u shaped
224 223 61 fill ditch disuse 0.57 0.25 mid yellow grey silt sand
225 225 61 cut ditch 0.8 0.26 linear NE SW irregular u shape
226 225 61 fill ditch disuse 0.8 0.26 mid brown grey silt sand
227 227 72 cut ditch 2.1 0.42 linear E W u shaped
228 227 72 fill ditch disuse 2.1 0.42 dark grey brown silt sand
229 229 72 cut ditch 0.31 0.07 linear NW SE shallow u shape
230 229 72 fill ditch disuse 0.31 0.07 dark green grey sand
231 231 59 cut ditch boundary 1.52 0.29 linear NW SE flat based u shape
232 231 59 fill ditch silting 1.24 0.14 mid grey silt sand
233 231 59 fill ditch disuse 1.52 0.15 dark grey silt sand
234 234 60 cut ditch drainage? 0.7 0.1 linear NW SE u shaped
235 234 60 fill ditch disuse 0.7 0.1 dark brown sand silt
236 236 47 cut ditch 2.9 0.56 linear NW SE wide u shape
237 236 47 fill ditch disuse 2.25 0.5 mid brown grey silt sand
238 236 47 fill ditch silting 0.48 0.12 dark grey brown silt
239 239 71 cut ditch drainage? 0.65 0.16 linear NE SW u shaped
240 239 71 fill ditch disuse 0.65 0.16 mid grey brown silt sand
241 241 71 cut pit 0.55 0.3 sub circular E W u shaped
242 241 71 fill pit disuse 0.55 0.3 dark brown silt sand
243 243 69 cut pit 0.5 0.14 sub circular u shaped
244 243 69 fill pit disuse 0.5 0.14 mid grey brown silt sand
245 245 69 cut ditch boundary? 2 0.36 curvilinear E W u shaped
246 245 69 fill ditch disuse 2 0.36 mid grey brown silt sand
247 247 51 cut ditch boundary 1.3 0.42 linear N S u shaped
248 247 51 fill ditch disuse 1.3 0.42 mid grey brown sand silt
249 249 51 cut pit 1.02 0.64 circular u shaped
250 249 51 fill pit disuse 1.02 0.64 dark grey sand silt
251 251 67 cut ditch 3.64 0.4 linear E W u shaped
252 251 67 fill ditch disuse 3.64 0.4 light yellow brown clay sand
253 253 67 cut ditch 0.6 0.23 linear E W u shaped
254 253 67 fill ditch disuse 0.6 0.23 mid brown grey clay sand
255 255 67 cut ditch 0.22 linear E W u shaped
256 255 67 fill ditch silting 0.22 mid blue grey clay sand
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257 251 67 fill ditch 1.76 0.4 light yellow brown clay sand
258 258 71 cut ditch boundary 2.1 0.45 linear NE SW wide u shape
259 258 71 fill ditch silting 0.1 mid brown grey sand
260 258 71 fill ditch disuse 2.88 0.42 dark grey brown silt sand
261 261 70 cut ditch drainage 1.85 0.4 linear NW SE u shaped
262 261 70 fill ditch disuse 1.11 0.09 dark grey brown silt sand
263 261 70 fill ditch disuse 1.85 0.31 mid brown grey silt sand
264 264 70 cut ditch drainage 2 0.4 linear NW SE u shaped
265 264 70 fill ditch disuse 2 0.4 dark grey brown silt sand
266 266 64 cut natural natural rooting 0.16 linear NW SE
267 266 64 fill natural disuse 0.16 mid grey brown sand silt
268 268 64 cut ditch 0.6 0.16 linear NW SE irregular sided u

shape
269 268 64 fill ditch disuse 0.6 0.16 mid grey brown sand silt
270 270 63 cut pit 0.6 0.18 circular u shaped
271 270 63 fill pit disuse 0.6 0.18 dark grey silt sand
272 272 67 cut pit puddling? 1.1 0.14 sub circular N S flat based u shape
273 272 67 fill pit disuse 1.1 0.14 light brown grey clay sand
274 274 67 cut pit puddling 1.4 0.16 sub circular irregular based u

shape
275 274 67 fill pit disuse 1.4 0.16 light brown grey clay sand
276 276 62 cut ditch drainage 0.6 0.1 linear E W u shaped
277 276 62 fill ditch disuse 0.6 0.1 mid brown grey silt sand
278 278 62 cut pit 0.5 0.14 sub circular u shaped
279 278 62 fill pit disuse 0.5 0.14 light grey brown silt sand
280 280 62 cut pit 0.66 0.12 sub circular u shaped
281 280 62 fill pit disuse 0.66 0.12 light brown grey silt sand
282 282 36 cut ditch boundary 2.92 0.8 linear NE SW wide u shape
283 282 36 fill ditch disuse 2.92 0.53 mid grey brown sand
284 413 36 fill ditch disuse 1.68 0.28 dark brown grey silt sand
285 412 36 fill ditch disuse 2.24 0.16 dark grey brown sand silt
286 286 36 cut pit 0.68 0.2 sub circular NE SW u shaped
287 286 36 fill pit disuse 0.68 0.2 dark brown sand silt
288 288 36 cut ditch drainage 0.64 0.41 linear NE SW flat based u shape
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289 288 36 fill ditch disuse 0.64 0.41 mid brown silt sand
290 290 38 cut ditch 2 0.46 linear N S flat based u shape
291 290 38 fill ditch disuse 2 0.46 dark grey silt sand
292 292 41 cut ditch 1.48 0.46 linear N S flat based u shape
293 292 41 fill ditch disuse 1.48 0.46 dark brown grey clay sand
294 294 64 cut ditch 0.19 0.06 linear NW SE shallow u shape
295 294 64 fill ditch disuse 0.19 0.06 light grey brown sand silt
296 296 38 cut ditch 1.7 0.2 linear N S wide u shape
297 296 38 fill ditch disuse 1.7 0.2 dark brown grey silt sand
298 298 34 cut ditch drainage 0.84 0.32 linear E W flat based u shape
299 298 34 fill ditch disuse 0.84 0.32 dark grey sand
300 300 38 cut ditch boundary? 0.8 0.24 linear NW SE u shaped
301 300 38 fill ditch disuse 0.8 0.24 mid grey sand
302 302 41 cut pit 1.7 0.14 sub circular irregular
303 302 41 fill pit disuse 1.7 0.14 mid brown grey clay sand
304 304 34 cut ditch drainage 2.2 0.7 linear NW SE wide topped u

shape
305 304 34 fill ditch disuse 0.62 0.31 dark grey sand
306 304 34 fill ditch backfill 2.2 0.38 dark brown grey silt sand
307 307 34 cut ditch drainage 0.78 0.44 linear NW SE u shaped
308 307 34 fill ditch disuse 0.78 0.44 dark grey sand
309 309 41 cut ditch 2.88 0.55 linear N S u shaped
310 309 41 fill ditch disuse 2.88 0.26 dark brown grey silt sand
311 311 34 cut ditch 0.9 0.25 sub

rectangular
E W u shaped

312 311 34 fill ditch disuse 0.9 0.25 dark brown grey sand silt
313 313 33 cut pit 1.5 0.5 sub circular u shaped
314 313 33 fill pit disuse 1.5 0.5 mid brown grey sand silt
315 315 33 cut ditch boundary 6.4 0.5 linear E W wide u shape
316 315 33 fill ditch disuse 6.4 0.5 mid grey brown sand silt
317 317 38 cut ditch 3.4 0.74 linear NE SW u shaped
318 317 38 fill ditch 3.4 0.74 mid brown grey silt sand
319 319 40 cut pit 0.9 0.18 circular u shaped
320 319 40 fill pit disuse 0.9 0.18 dark brown grey sand silt
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321 321 40 cut pit 1.22 0.3 circular u shaped
322 321 40 fill pit disuse 1.22 0.3 dark grey sand silt
323 323 40 cut ditch boundary 2.4 0.56 linear NE SW u shaped
324 323 40 fill ditch disuse 2.4 0.56 dark grey sand silt
325 325 40 cut post hole structural? 0.47 0.1 circular u shaped
326 325 40 fill post hole disuse 0.47 0.1 dark grey sand silt
327 327 41 cut pit 0.52 0.22 sub circular u shaped
328 327 41 fill pit disuse 0.52 0.22 dark brown grey silt sand
329 329 41 cut ditch drainage 0.83 0.05 linear NW SE wide, shallow u

shape
330 329 41 fill ditch disuse 0.83 0.05 mid yellow grey silt sand
331 331 41 cut pit 1.78 0.28 sub circular flat based u shape
332 331 41 fill pit disuse 0.94 0.07 light yellow grey silt sand
333 331 41 fill pit disuse 1.78 0.21 dark grey silt sand
334 334 34 cut ditch 0.5 0.13 linear NW SE u shaped
335 334 34 fill ditch disuse 0.5 0.13 mid red brown sand
336 336 34 VOID pit extraction
337 336 34 VOID pit disuse
338 338 34 cut pit extraction 0.13 sub

rectangular
flat based u shape

339 338 34 fill pit disuse 0.13 mid grey brown sand
340 340 34 VOID pit extraction
341 340 34 VOID pit disuse
342 342 33 cut ditch boundary 1.6 0.4 linear NW SE flat based u shape
343 342 33 fill ditch disuse 1.6 0.4 dark grey silt sand
344 344 41 cut pond drainage? 26.9 0.75 sub circular wide u shape
345 344 41 fill pond disuse 0.21 light orange grey silt sand
346 344 41 fill pond disuse 0.33 mid brown grey silt sand
347 347 34 cut ditch 1 0.3 sub

rectangular
E W flat based u shape

348 347 34 fill ditch 1 0.3 dark brown grey silt sand
349 349 34 cut natural tree rooting 0.4 irregular u shaped
350 349 34 fill natural tree rooting 0.4 light grey brown silt sand
351 351 42 cut ditch boundary / drainage 1.06 0.4 linear E W u shaped
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352 351 42 fill ditch disuse 1.06 0.4 light brown grey sand
353 353 35 cut ditch drainage 0.62 0.18 linear NW SE u shaped
354 353 35 fill ditch disuse 0.62 0.18 light yellow grey silt sand
355 355 34 cut pit quarrying 4.2 0.54 sub circular stepped u shape
356 355 34 fill pit silting 4.1 0.46 dark brown sand silt
357 355 34 fill pit silting / disuse 3.2 0.17 mid brown sand silt
358 358 34 cut post hole 0.46 0.2 sub circular u shaped
359 358 34 fill post hole disuse 0.46 0.2 dark brown grey silt sand
360 360 41 cut pond drainage? 26.9 0.65 sub circular wide u shape
361 360 41 fill pond disuse 0.23 mid grey brown silt sand
362 360 41 fill pond disuse 0.55 mid brown grey silt sand
363 363 35 cut ditch drainage 6.2 0.86 linear NE SW wide u shaped
364 363 35 fill ditch disuse 6.2 0.86 light red brown silt sand
365 365 35 cut ditch field drain 0.4 0.36 linear NE SW u shaped
366 365 35 fill ditch field drain 0.4 0.36 dark grey brown silt sand
367 344 41 fill pond disuse 0.18 light red grey sand silt
368 344 41 fill pond disuse 0.26 mid grey brown silt sand
369 309 41 fill ditch disuse 2.68 0.16 dark grey brown silt sand
370 309 41 fill ditch disuse 3.08 0.31 dark grey brown silt sand
371 371 35 cut ditch drainage 1 0.36 linear NE SW flat based u shape
372 371 35 fill ditch disuse 1 0.36 light grey silt sand
373 373 14 cut ditch drainage 0.45 0.09 linear N S shallow u shape
374 373 14 fill ditch disuse 0.45 0.09 light grey silt sand
375 375 12 cut ditch drainage 0.53 0.2 linear NW SE u shaped
376 375 12 fill ditch disuse 0.53 0.2 mid grey sand
377 12

14
layer natural natural geology mid yellow sand

378 12
14

layer subsoil 0.25 mid grey brown sand

379 12 layer levelling 0.24 mid red brown sand silt
380 12

14
layer topsoil 0.44 dark brown grey sand silt

381 13 layer buried soil 0.2 mid grey sand
382 382 14 cut ditch 3.12 0.22 linear E W
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383 382 14 fill ditch disuse 3.12 0.22 mid brown grey silt sand
384 384 14 cut ditch drainage 1.75 0.4 linear NE SW
385 384 14 fill ditch disuse 1.75 0.4 mid brown grey silt sand
386 386 12 cut ditch boundary? 1.5 0.4 curvilinear N S

turning to
NW SE

wide u shape

387 386 12 fill ditch disuse 1.5 0.4 mid grey sand
388 388 41 cut ditch boundary/enclosure? 6.48 0.58 linear NW SE flat based u shape
389 41 layer spread 3.8 0.16 dark brown grey silt sand
390 388 41 fill ditch disuse 3.16 0.36 mid grey brown silt sand
391 388 41 fill ditch disuse 3.16 0.12 mid grey brown sand silt

clay
392 392 13 cut ditch 3.6 0.44 linear N S flat based u shape
393 392 13 fill ditch slump/bank

material?
2.4 0.44 light grey brown

with light red
patches

clay sand

394 392 13 fill ditch disuse 1.7 0.42 light red brown clay sand
395 395 14 cut ditch drainage 1.53 0.16 linear NE SW flat based, wide u

shape
396 395 14 fill ditch disuse 1.53 0.16 mid orange grey silt sand
397 397 14 cut ditch 1.04 0.14 linear E W u shaped
398 397 14 fill ditch disuse 1.04 0.14 dark grey brown silt sand
399 399 13 cut pit 0.5 0.09 sub circular NE SW u shaped
400 399 13 fill pit disuse 0.5 0.09 mottled mid grey

and mid red
clay sand

401 401 14 cut ditch furrow? 1.85 0.18 linear NW SE wide u shape
402 401 14 fill ditch disuse 1.85 0.18 mid brown grey silt sand
403 403 14 cut ditch 2.4 0.24 linear E W u shaped
404 403 14 fill ditch disuse 2.4 0.24 light grey brown silt sand
405 405 13 cut ditch boundary? 3 0.52 linear N S wide u shape
406 405 13 fill ditch disuse 3 0.52 mid grey brown clay sand
407 407 13 cut ditch boundary 3.9 0.87 linear N S wide u shape
408 407 13 fill ditch backfill 1.54 0.41 mid grey clay sand
409 407 13 fill ditch disuse 3.03 0.22 mid grey sand
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410 407 13 fill ditch disuse 3.9 0.26 dark grey brown silt sand
411 33 layer buried soil 0.2 mid grey sand
412 412 36 cut ditch 2.24 0.16 linear NE SW u shaped
413 413 36 cut pit 2.92 0.53 irregular wide u shape
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APPENDIX B FINDS REPORTS

B.1 Metalwork

By Denis Sami

Factual Data

B.1.1 A total of nine iron small finds were recovered from the evaluation trenches (14, 33,
35, 36, 41, 47, 52 and 67). With the exception of SF4 and 5, respectively recovered
from a pit (333) and a pond (346), all the remaining artefacts were recovered from
ditches. The metalwork assemblage is formed of 10 incomplete nails (SF1, 2, 4 7 and
9), one fastener (SF3) and a possible window pivot all dating to the post medieval or
modern periods.

B.1.2 All but one of the finds (SF4) are incomplete and present heavy encrustation.

B.1.3 Long nails and fasteners are generally associated with timber buildings. Because of the
limited variation in size, shape and forging technique through time, iron nails are
generally difficult to date. However, the quality of the metal, the stratigraphic position
and the associated ceramics suggest a post medieval or modern chronology.

B.1.4 SF 8 is most likely a window pivot with a flat spike for attachment (Egan 1998: 44 n: 1
3). Such artefacts are common finds in medieval to modern houses.

Statement of potential

B.1.5 The metalwork suggests the potential presence of a post medieval or modern house
on site. The assemblage has, however, a low potential in informing us about the
archaeology of the site.

B.1.6 No further work is needed for these finds.

Method statement

B.1.7 The study of medieval household finds by Egan (1998) has been used as main
resentence for this assessment.

Retention, dispersal and display

B.1.8 Finds cam be dispersed after final report submission.

Catalogue

SF Context Trench Feature Description Date

1 190 52 Ditch Nail, incomplete. Long tapering stem with square cross section
and sub circular domed head. L: 108.8 mm; W: 11.5 mm; W
9head):26 mm

Post
medieval to
modern
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SF Context Trench Feature Description Date

2 257 67 Ditch Nail, incomplete. Bent tapering stem with square cross section
and possible sub circular domed head. L: 51.5; W: 5.8;

Post
medieval to
modern

3 285 36 Ditch Fastener, incomplete. Sub square straight stem with expanded
flat sub square terminals. L : 46 mm; W: 8.2 mm; Diam
(head1): 12 m; Diam (head2): 10.4 mm

Post
medieval to
modern

4 333 41 Pit Nail, complete. Tapering stem with square cross section and
large sub circular domed head. L: 35.4 mm; W: 4.7 mm; Diam
(head): 13 mm

Post
medieval to
modern

5 346 41 Pond Possible horseshoe nail, incomplete. Tapering stem with
square cross section and square head. L: 38 mm; W: 6 mm; W
(head): 10 mm

Post
medieval to
modern

6 184 47 Ditch Nail, incomplete. Bent straight stem with circular cross section
and flat circular head. L: 111 mm; W: 10 mm; Diam (head):12
mm

Modern

7 316 33 Ditch Four fragments of nails with tapering stem and square cross
section

Post
medieval to
modern

8 366 35 Ditch Possible window pivot, incomplete. Straight spike for
attachment with rectangular cross section. A possible pivot
probably expanded from the spike in a L shape. L: 97 mm; W:
18 mm; Th: 11 mm

Post
medieval to
modern

9 398 14 Ditch Nail, incomplete. Tapering stem with square cross section and
large circular and domed head. L: 57 mm; W: 8.5 mm; Diam
(head): 19 mm

Post
medieval to
modern

B.2 Pottery

By Carole Fletcher, with Prehistoric pottery identif ied by Matt Brudenell ,
Saxon pottery identif ied by Richard Mortimer and Roman Pottery
identif ied by Stephen Wadeson

Introduction

B.2.1 Archaeological works produced a moderately sized hand excavated pottery
assemblage of 184 sherds, weighing 3.113kg, from across 23 trenches and Field 4. Iron
Age pottery (8 sherds), was recovered from Trenches 33, 34 and 41, and Roman
ceramics (5 sherds) from Trench 15. A total of 18 sherds of Saxon pottery were
recovered from Trenches 12, 14, 17, 24, 34 and 35. Several fragmented medieval
vessels recovered from Trench 41 form the bulk of the assemblage, however, the
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overall impression is of a widely distributed sparse assemblage, including 18th and
19th century fabrics.

B.2.2 The condition of the overall assemblage is moderately abraded, and the average sherd
weight is moderate at approximately 17g. The impact of the weight of the large sherds
from several South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff ware vessels is reduced by
the small and abraded nature of much of the assemblage.

B.2.3 A number of 19th century pottery sherds recovered from topsoil 3 in Trench 44 were
not recorded and have been discarded due to asbestos contamination.

Methodology

B.2.4 The Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group (PCRG), Study Group for Roman Pottery
(SGRP), The Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG), 2016 A Standard for Pottery
Studies in Archaeology and the MPRG A guide to the classification of medieval ceramic
forms (MPRG 1998) act as standards.

B.2.5 Recording 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, using Cambridgeshire fabric
types where possible (Spoerry 2016). The Museum of London fabric codes (MoLA
2014) act as a basis for post 1700 fabrics. All sherds have been counted, classified,
minimum number of vessels (MNV) established, weighed on a context by context
basis and recorded in an Access database. The assemblage is recorded in the summary
catalogue, with the full catalogue available in the archive. The pottery and archive are
curated by Oxford Archaeology East until formally deposited or dispersed.

Sampling Bias

B.2.6 The excavation was carried out by hand and selection made through standard
sampling strategies on a feature by feature basis. There are not expected to be any
inherent biases.

Assemblage

B.2.7 Topsoil/ploughsoil 3 across Field 4 and in Trenches 17, 32, 33, 34, 38, 40, 41, 43, 44,
45 and 57, produced a total of 23 sherds of pottery, weighing 0.225kg. Many of these
sherds are post medieval, including 18th 19th century fabrics. A single Saxon sherd
was recovered from the topsoil in Trench 17, and medieval pottery was recovered
from Field 4, and Trench 33. Similarly, subsoil 2 in Trenches 17 and 36 produced post
medieval material, while, in Trench 34, it contained a Saxon sherd and, in Trench 45,
a small fragment of medieval East Anglian Redware. Subsoil 378 in Trenches 13 and
14 produced post medieval pottery.

B.2.8 Layer 379 in Trench 12 produced a fragment of Horticultural ceramic plant pot and
Pearlware (c.1770 1840).

B.2.9 From Ditch 375, also in Trench 12, four relatively unabraded Early Saxon sherds from
two separate vessels were recovered, and a single sherd from a plant pot.

B.2.10 Trench 14 produced two moderately abraded sherds of Early Saxon pottery (0.051kg)
from Ditch 395. By comparison, Ditch 67 in Trench 15 produced abraded Roman
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sherds of Sandy Greyware (with oxidised surfaces) and a single fragment of Lezoux
Central Gaulish Samian.

B.2.11 In Trench 17, a single abraded sherd of South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware (c.1150 1450) was recovered from Ditch 14. An abraded Medieval Sandy
Coarseware sherd came from Ditch 24 and a single sherd of medieval Grimston Glazed
ware from Ditch 35.

B.2.12 Trench 19 produced a single sherd of Horticultural ceramic plant pot from Ditch 106.
B.2.13 Trench 24, Pit 180 produced two sherds of Early Saxon pottery. The larger quartz

tempered sherd shows evidence of external sooting and internal residues, suggesting
it was used for food preparation.

B.2.14 A large sherd from a Post medieval Redware jar was recovered from Ditch 153 in
Trench 26, and a single sherd of Staffordshire type mottled ware (c.1650 1800) was
recovered from Ditch 80 in Trench 27.

B.2.15 In Trench 33, two ditches (315 and 342) both produced sherds of Post medieval
Redwares (c.1550 1800), while Ditch 315 also produced four sherds of Early Iron Age
pottery from three different vessels.

B.2.16 Further Post medieval Redware sherds were recovered from Trench 34 in Pit 355 and
Pit 338, this latter feature also produced sherds from one or more medieval East
Anglian Redware jugs. Pit 104, also in this trench, produced three vegetable and quartz
tempered Saxon sherds from a single vessel. A Saxon sherd was also recovered from
the subsoil in this trench.

B.2.17 Ditch 363 in Trench 35 produced four sherds of Early Saxon pottery, tempered with
quartz and mica; the mica temper is probably Phlogopite. A single medieval sherd
from a Grimston Glazed ware jug was recovered from Ditch 365, also in Trench 35.
The Grimston Glazed ware appears to be residual, as it was recovered alongside later
fabrics, including London Stoneware (c.1670 1900+) and Post medieval Redwares. A
small unprovenanced fragment of pottery was recovered from Ditch 371.

B.2.18 Ditch 412 in Trench 36 produced nine sherds of mostly 18th and 19th century pottery,
including Yellow wares c.1820 1900.

B.2.19 In Trench 38, a single sherd of Huntingdonshire Early Medieval ware (c.1050 1200)
was recovered from Ditch 296. A single fragment of Post medieval Redware was
recovered from Ditch 75 in Trench 39.

B.2.20 Trench 41 produced the largest assemblage from the evaluation (62 sherds, 1.537kg),
most of which was recovered from Ditch 292. This consists of 39 sherds (1.142kg) from
a minimum of six medieval vessels, including sherds from five South east Fenland
Medieval Calcareous Buff ware vessels, four jars, the most complete consisting of 28
sherds weighing (0.719kg) and a single rim sherd from a bowl. Two other pits in the
trench, (327 and 331) also produced medieval pottery. Ditch 309 also produced South
east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff ware sherds, however, this material was
recovered alongside small fragments of 18th 19th century pottery. Ditch 388
produced only medieval pottery.

B.2.21 Pond 344/360 produced 11 sherds of pottery, including a sherd of Early Iron Age
quartz and flint tempered pottery. Medieval fabrics are also present, however, the
bulk of the pottery recovered are post medieval sherds, including Post medieval
Redwares and later Staffordshire type White Salt Glazed ware (c.1720 1780). Layer
389, which is also present in Trench 12, here produced two Early Iron Age sherds
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(quartz and flint tempered) and a single sherd of medieval South east Fenland
Medieval Calcareous Buff ware.

B.2.22 In Trench 42, a single sherd of Post medieval Redware was recovered from Ditch 351,
and Ditch 69 in Trench 44 produced only post medieval pottery, including 18th and
19th century Creamwares and Refined White Earthenwares, alongside Post medieval
Redwares.

Discussion

B.2.23 Domestic in nature, the assemblage contains a range of vessels from Early Iron Age to
late 19th century earthenwares. All are involved in the consumption and preparation
of food and drink, including sooted Early Iron Age and Saxon sherds to medieval jugs
and jars. Later bowls, saucers, mugs and jugs are present in a moderate range of
fabrics including Creamwares, Pearlwares, Refined White earthenwares and Yellow
wares. A number of horticultural vessels plant pots suggest some later element of
gardening for pleasure or for growing food, possibly both.

B.2.24 These vessels represent a range of everyday activities most likely undertaken as part
of domestic occupation from the Early Iron Age onwards, this activity being
concentrated around Trenches 33, 34 and 41. The Roman pottery is heavily abraded
and probably represents low levels of manuring, concentrated around Trench 15.

B.2.25 The Saxon material suggests occupation in the vicinity of several of the evaluated
trenches: 12, 14, 24, 34 and 35. The concentration of medieval pottery recovered from
pits in Trench 41 suggests these pits represent rubbish deposition relating to mid 12th
to late 14th century occupation. The medieval sherds recovered across most of the
other trenches are most likely the result of medieval manuring. Similarly, the 18th and
19th century material may be rubbish disposal redistributed by later ploughing.

B.2.26 Should further work be undertaken, additional Early Iron Age, Roman and Saxon
pottery may be recovered, and the area around Trench 41 is likely to produce a
moderate assemblage of medieval pottery. Elsewhere, low levels of medieval pottery
and post medieval pottery is likely to be recovered.

Retention, dispersal or display

B.2.27 If no further work is undertaken, this report and associated Access database act as a
full record and the pottery may be deselected before archive deposition. The Early
Iron Age, Saxon and the larger sherds of medieval South east Fenland Medieval
Calcareous Buff ware from Trench 41 could be retained, either for fabric type series
or for educational use.

Summary Pottery Catalogue

Trench or
Field

Context Cut Fabric Form MNV Sherd
Count

Weight
(kg)

Date

4 3 Medieval Coarse Sandy ware Jar 1 1 0.018 1150 1500
South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

Jar 1 1 0.011 1150 1450

South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

1 1 0.008 1150 1450

12 376 375 Horticultural Ceramics 1 1 0.003 1700 1900+
Early Saxon quartz, qrog and mica tempered 1 3 0.065 5th 7th

century
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Trench or
Field

Context Cut Fabric Form MNV Sherd
Count

Weight
(kg)

Date

Early Saxon quartz and grog tempered 1 1 0.006
379 Horticultural Ceramics Plant pot 1 1 0.022 1700 1900+

Pearlware with transfer printed decoration Plate or
dish

1 1 0.004 1770 1840

13 378 English Stoneware 1 1 0.008 1700 1900
Post medieval Redwares Bowl 1 1 0.024 1550 1800

14 378 Post medieval Redwares Bowl 1 2 0.031 1550 1800
396 395 Early Saxon quartz, qrog and mica tempered 1 2 0.026 5th 7th

century
Early Saxon quartz tempered 1 1 0.025

15 68 67 Roman Sandy Grey ware with oxidised surface 3 4 0.023 Mid 1st 4th
century

Lezoux Central Gaulish Samian ?Dish 1 1 0.002 120 200
17 2 Staffordshire type mottled ware Drinking

vessel: mug
1 1 0.011 1650 1800

3 Early Saxon quartz and vegetable tempered 1 1 0.013 5th 7th
century

15 14 South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

0 1 0.001 1150 1450

26 24 Medieval Coarse Sandy ware 1 1 0.009 1150 1500
36 35 Grimston Glazed ware Jug 1 1 0.062 1200 1500

19 107 106 Horticultural Ceramics Plant pot 1 1 0.003 1700 1900+
24 181 180 Early Saxon grog and quartz tempered 1 1 0.004 5th 7th

century
Early Saxon quartz tempered 1 1 0.025

26 155 153 Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.078 1550 1800
27 81 80 Staffordshire type mottled ware Jar 1 1 0.017 1650 1800
32 3 Post medieval Black Glazed Redwares 1 1 0.002 1580 1700

Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.013 1550 1800
Medieval Coarse Sandy ware Jar 1 2 0.008 1150 1500

33 316 315 Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.062 1550 1800
Post medieval Slipwares Drinking

vessel
1 1 0.004 1550 1800

Early Iron Age quartz tempered 2 2 0.010 800 350BC
Early Iron Age shell tempered 1 1 0.005
Early Iron Age quartz and vegetable tempered 1 1 0.008

343 342 Post medieval Redwares Flared bowl 1 2 0.183 1550 1800
34 2 Early/Middle Saxon quartz and vegetable

tempered
1 1 0.008 5th mid 9th

century
3 Creamware 1 1 0.007 1740 1830
105 104 Early/Middle Saxon vegetable and quartz

tempered
1 3 0.031 5th mid 9th

century
306 304 Early Iron Age quartz and flint tempered 2 2 0.014 800 350BC

Early Iron Age quartz tempered 1 1 0.003
339 338 East Anglian Redwares Jug 2 2 0.064 1200 1400

Post medieval Redwares Jug 1 1 0.018 1550 1800
Post medieval Redwares Bowl 1 1 0.019 1550 1800

356 355 Post medieval Redwares Drinking
vessel

1 1 0.002 1550 1700

35 364 363 Early Saxon quartz and mica tempered 1 4 0.011 5th 7th
century

366 365 Grimston Glazed ware Jug 1 1 0.009 1200 1500
London Stoneware Jug 1 1 0.017 1670 1926
Post medieval Black Glazed Redwares 1 1 0.005 1580 1700
Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.006 1550 1800
Post medieval Redwares Bowl 1 1 0.016 1550 1800
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Trench or
Field

Context Cut Fabric Form MNV Sherd
Count

Weight
(kg)

Date

Staffordshire type Slipware Jar 1 1 0.007 1660 1730
372 371 Unprovenanced 0 1 0.001

36 2 Refined White Earthenware with slip decoration Drinking
vessel: mug

1 1 0.002 1805 1900

285 412 Drab coloured stoneware Jar 1 2 0.027 1720 1750
Post medieval Redwares 1 1 0.003 1550 1800
Refined White Earthenware Dish 1 1 0.001 1805 1900
Refined White Earthenware with slip decoration Drinking

vessel: mug
1 2 0.005 1805 1900

Refined White Earthenware with transfer
printed decoration

1 1 0.001 1780 1900

Yellow ware Bowl 1 1 0.005 1820 1900
Yellow ware 1 1 0.004 1820 1900

38 3 London Stoneware 1 1 0.014 1670 1926
Yellow ware Jug 1 1 0.005 1820 1900

297 296 Huntingdonshire Early Medieval ware 1 1 0.038 1050 1200
39 76 75 Post medieval Redwares 1 1 0.002 1550 1800
40 3 Post medieval Redwares Drinking

vessel
1 1 0.01 1550 1800

Staffordshire type White Salt Glazed Stoneware Jar 1 1 0.013 1720 1780
41 3 Refined White Earthenware Saucer 1 1 0.002 1805 1900

293 292 Medieval Coarse Sandy ware Jar 1 2 0.020 1150 1500
South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

Jar 4 33 1.044 1150 1450

South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

Bowl 1 1 0.041 1150 1450

South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

0 3 0.037 1150 1450

310 309 Bone China Saucer 1 1 0.001 1794 1900
East Anglian Redwares 1 1 0.008 1200 1400
Pearlware with transfer printed decoration 1 1 0.002 1770 1840
South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

2 2 0.016 1150 1450

328 327 Early Medieval Essex Micaceous Sandy
ware/Medieval Essex type Micaceous Grey
Sandy wares

1 1 0.014 1050 1225/
1200 1400

Medieval Essex type Micaceous Grey Sandy
wares

Jar 1 2 0.025 1200 1400

333 331 Medieval Essex type Micaceous Grey Sandy
wares

Jar 1 1 0.003 1200 1400

345 344 Medieval Essex type Micaceous Grey Sandy
wares

Jar 1 1 0.025 1200 1400

346 Medieval Sandy Greyware Jar 1 1 0.012 1150 1500
Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.005 1550 1800
Post medieval Redwares Bowl 1 1 0.005 1550 1800

361 360 Post medieval Redwares Jar 1 1 0.163 1550 1800
Early Iron Age quartz and flint tempered 1 1 0.028 800 350BC

362 Medieval Sandy Greyware 1 1 0.003 1150 1500
Post medieval Black Glazed Redwares Drinking

vessel
1 1 0.008 1580 1700

Staffordshire type White Salt Glazed Stoneware Bowl 1 2 0.047 1720 1780
Unidentified 1 1 0.007

389 Early Iron Age quartz and flint tempered 2 2 0.023 800 350BC
South east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff
ware

Jar 1 1 0.027 1150 1450

390 388 Medieval Essex type Micaceous Grey Sandy
wares

1 2 0.015 1200 1400



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 59 26 July 2018

Trench or
Field

Context Cut Fabric Form MNV Sherd
Count

Weight
(kg)

Date

Medieval Sandy Greyware 1 1 0.009 1150 1500
42 352 351 Post medieval Redwares 1 1 0.007 1550 1800
43 3 English Stoneware Bottle 1 1 0.020 1700 1900
44 3 Drab coloured stoneware Jar 1 2 0.030 1720 1750

Refined Red Earthenware Jug 1 2 0.008 1740 1800
70 69 Creamware Dish or

plate
1 6 0.034 1740 1830

Creamware with transfer printed decoration 1 1 0.003 1790 1830
Late Slipped Redware 1 2 0.024 1780 1900
Post medieval Redwares Jar 2 2 0.014 1550 1800
Post medieval Redwares Bowl 4 8 0.165 1550 1800
Refined White Earthenware with transfer
printed decoration

2 3 0.004 1780 1900

Refined White Earthenware with underglaze
painted decoration

Lids 1 1 0.007 1805 1900

45 2 1 East Anglian Redwares 1 1 0.002 1200 1400
3 Drab coloured stoneware Jar 1 1 0.016 1720 1750

Refined White Earthenware with transfer
printed decoration

Dish or
plate

1 1 0.003 1780 1900

Staffordshire type mottled ware Bowl 1 1 0.022 1650 1800
57 3 Refined White Earthenware with underglaze

transfer printed 'flow blue' decoration
Dish 1 1 0.002 1830 1900

Total 119 184 3.113

B.3 Clay Tobacco Pipe

By Carole Fletcher

Introduction and Methodology

B.3.1 During the evaluation, 26 fragments of white ball clay tobacco pipe, weighing 0.131kg,
were recovered from layers and features across 14 trenches. Simplified recording only
has been undertaken, with material type, basic description and weight recorded.
Terminology used in this report is taken from Oswald’s simplified general typology
(Oswald 1975, 37–41), and Hind and Crummy (Hind and Crummy 1988, 47 66).

Assemblage and Discussion

B.3.2 Almost half of the material recovered was from topsoil and subsoil contexts 2 and 3,
and is mostly stem fragments. The two heel fragments recovered from Trenches 34
and 39 and the bowl fragment recovered from Trench 40 are not closely datable. The
remaining material was recovered from Trenches 13, 14, 27, 33, 35 and 41. The bulk
of the stratified assemblage mostly comprises stem fragments from many different
pipes, recovered mainly from ditches. Of these, only the stem from ditch 80, Trench
27, was recovered with pottery which may indicate the date of the stem, as a fragment
of Staffordshire type Mottled ware (c.1650 1800) was also recovered from the
feature.

B.3.3 A single clay tobacco pipe bowl recovered from context 361, a fill of pond 344/360,
provided the only datable material, a near complete bowl with slightly splayed (poorly
trimmed) oval heel, of Oswald Type 10, c.1700 1740 (Oswald 1975, 37–41). The pond
produced a mixture of medieval and post medieval fabrics. The clay tobacco pipe date
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fits neatly with a sherd of Staffordshire type White Salt Glazed stoneware (c.1720
1780) also recovered from the context.

B.3.4 The fragments of clay tobacco pipe recovered represent what were most likely
casually discarded pipes and, although most were not recovered from contexts that
also produced pottery, the small number that did were mostly recovered alongside
17th and 18th century pottery. The fragments do little, other than to indicate the
consumption of tobacco on, or near the site, in the 18th and 19th centuries.

Retention, dispersal or display

B.3.5 The assemblage is fragmentary and, should further work be undertaken, additional
clay tobacco pipe may be recovered. If no further work is undertaken, this statement
acts as a full record and the clay tobacco pipe may be retained for educational
purposes, or deselected prior to archival deposition. If no further work is undertaken,
this statement acts as a full record and the clay tobacco pipe may be deselected prior
to archive deposition.

Clay Tobacco Pipe Catalogue

Trench Context Cut Form No of pipe
stem
fragments

No of
complete
bowls or
fragments

Description Weight
(kg)

Date

Tr.22 2 Stem
fragment

1 35mm long, diameter 9.5mm 0.004 Not closely
datable

Tr.34 3 Stem
fragments

2 35mm long, diameter 9mm
52mm long including oval heel, diameter 9x8mm

0.010 Not closely
datable

Tr.36 Stem
fragments

3 38mm long, diameter 9x8mm
34mm long, diameter 10x11mm
40mm long, diameter 7mm

0.010

Tr.38 Stem
fragment

1 29mm long, diameter 7mm 0.002

Tr.39 Stem
fragment

1 50mm long including oval heel, diameter 9x10.5mm 0.008

Tr.40 Stem
fragment,
bowl
fragment

1 1 41mm long, diameter 10mm
Fragment of side of bowl, plain with thick wall

0.009

Tr.42 Stem
fragment

1 57mm long, diameter 9x9.5mm 0.006

Tr.44 Stem
fragment

1 51mm long, diameter 6.5mm 0.006

Tr.13 410 407 Stem
fragments

2 52mm long, diameter 7.5mm tapering to 6.5mm
38mm long, diameter 7.5mm
Both unevenly and crudely trimmed

0.006 Not closely
datable

Tr.14 396 395 Stem
fragment

1 50mm long, diameter 10mm, neatly trimmed 0.007 Not closely
datable

Tr.27 81 80 Stem
fragment

1 50mm long, diameter 8.5mm, poorly trimmed 0.005 Not closely
datable

Tr.33 316 315 Stem
fragments

2 60mm long, diameter 11mm tapering to 10mm,
neatly trimmed
57mm long, diameter 9.5mm tapering to 8mm,
fairly neatly trimmed

0.015 Not closely
datable
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Trench Context Cut Form No of pipe
stem
fragments

No of
complete
bowls or
fragments

Description Weight
(kg)

Date

Tr.35 366 365 Stem
fragments

3 54mm long, diameter 10.5mm tapering to 10mm
43mm long, diameter 5.6mm
34mm long, diameter 8.5mm, all fairly neatly
trimmed

0.013 Not closely
datable

Tr.41 346 344 Stem
fragments

2 47mm long, oval tapering from 9.8 9.2mm, one
mould seam untrimmed. 36mm long diameter
10.9mm tapering to 10.6 neatly trimmed mould
seams

0.010 Not closely
datable

361 360 Oswald
Type 10

1 Complete plain bowl with short section of rouletting
below lip on back. Flat oval heel survives. Oswald
Type 10 (Oswald 1975, 37–41). Height 40mm heel
to back rim, internally 14x16mm, narrow bore

0.013 c.1700
1740

362 Stem
fragments

2 41mm long, diameter 8mm tapering to 7.5mm
35mm long, diameter 9mm
Both fairly neatly trimmed

0.007 Not closely
datable

Total 24 2 0.131

B.4

B.5 Ceramic Building Material

By Ted Levermore

Introduction

B.5.1 Archaeological evaluation work recovered 142 fragments, 6.259kg, of ceramic
building material (CBM). This assemblage comprised mostly non descript tile
fragments – termed flat tile – which could only be attributed broadly to the medieval
to post medieval periods, with some brick and tile fragments from the medieval, post
medieval and early modern periods. A minor fraction of the assemblage was assigned
Roman dates, however the spread of this material mean there is little that can be said
about their archaeological significance. Generally, this material was heavily abraded
and non diagnostic.

Methodology

B.5.2 The assemblage was quantified by context, fabric and form, and counted and weighed
to the nearest whole gram. Width, length and thickness were recorded where
possible. Woodforde (1976) and McComish (2015) formed the basis of reference
material for identification and dating. Ryan (1996) was consulted for the Essex and
East Anglian brick forms, fabric descriptions and suggested date ranges. The quantified
data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held with the site
archive, a summary can be found in Table 5.

Results of Analysis

Fabrics
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B.5.3 A wide array of fabrics were present in this assemblage. These fabrics were found
across the site and appear to represent a variety of sources for this material, as well
as dates and production techniques. The fabrics recorded were all typical CBM recipes,
with preferences towards large and unsorted inclusions in the earlier forms and
refined fabrics for the later post medieval and early modern material. Full fabric
descriptions can be found with the site archive.

Assemblage

B.5.4 The ceramic building material was collected from 21 trenches and the topsoil (3) in
Field 4. Twenty five fragments, 970g, were collected from the topsoil in Trenches 14,
21, 22, 26, 27, 34, 40, 42, 46 and 63 and Field 4. This material was medieval to post
medieval and modern, it contained some unique fabrics. However, little can be said
due to the scattered and uninformative nature of topsoil finds. The topsoil finds will
not be referred to hereon, the rest of the assemblage will be described by trench.

Trench
Count Weight (g) Total

Count
Total

Weight (g)Brick Tile Undiag. Brick Tile Undiag.

13 2 1 34 20 3 54

15 6 14 437 147 20 584

17 1 1 548 182 2 730

21 1 100 1 100

33 5 1 381 8 6 389

34 5 287 5 287

35 33 736 33 736

36 6 4 451 296 10 747

37 21 555 21 555

38 1 7 1 7

40 1 640 1 640

41 5 4 4 159 170 55 13 384

44 1 76 1 76

Total 20 91 6 1702 3504 83 117 5289

Trench 13

B.5.5 Ditch 407 produced two fragments of tile (34g), which was likely Roman, and a single
undiagnostic fragment of CBM (20g). The Roman tile fragments were severely abraded
and had no original form could be detected.

Trench 15

B.5.6 Ditch 67 produced five abraded fragments of a floor brick (348g), made in a yellow
white sandy fabric, fourteen fragments of a flanged tile (147g) in a similar but softer
fabric and mall fragment of brick in a yellowish fabric with reddish streaks. These
fabrics are ‘Suffolk White’ types and are therefore medieval to early post medieval in
date. All fragments were severely rounded and abraded.

Trench 17
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B.5.7 A single fragment of a combed/keyed tile (182g) was retrieved from Pit 8. While it is
likely this fragment is a Roman flu tile its fabric is very sandy and is similar to other
medieval tiles in this assemblage. Ditch 24 produced an abraded brick fragment
(548g). It was made in a purple sandy fabric and was reminiscent of bricks made in
estuarine clays in this region. It is medieval to post medieval in date.

Trench 21

B.5.8 A floor brick fragment (100g) was recovered from Pit 130. It is a thin brick made in a
fine sandy white cream fabric. It has a smoothed worn upper bed face and a coarse
and irregular base. It is reminiscent of clinker type bricks of the later medieval period
(Smith 2001).

Trench 33

B.5.9 Ditch 315 produced three fragments of CBM; an undiagnostic fragment (8g), a
medieval peg tile (95g) and a body sherd of a Roman tile (186g) – most likely a tegula.
The Roman tile was similar to the probable tegula found in Trench 40. Ditch 342 also
produced a flat tile and a probable Roman tile (63g and 37g). All fragments were
abraded and had unclear forms. The flat tile is medieval to post medieval.

Trench 34

B.5.10 A small fragment of a curved tile (88g), probably a Roman imbrex, was collected from
the subsoil – (2) – in this trench. It was made in a silty clay with shell temper, and had
a whitewash or mortar layer on the outer curve. Four fragments of tile (199g total)
were collected from Pit 338; one was a curved tile (20g) but appeared more medieval
in fabric. There is some doubt about the dates for the other fragments. Severely
abraded and undiagnostic fragments of CBM were collected from Pit 355. These are
uninformative and likely intrusive.

Trench 35

B.5.11 Ditch 365 produced fragments of severely abraded medieval to post medieval flat tile
(28, 618g) and pieces of an early modern field drain (5, 118g).

Trench 36

B.5.12 Two fragments of flat tile (109g) and an abraded wall brick (348g) were collected from
Ditch 282; these were post medieval to modern in date. Ditch 288 produced an early
modern field drain (180g). Medieval to post medieval flat tile (7g) and five brick
fragments (103g), of the same date, were collected from Ditch 412.

Trench 37

B.5.13 Twenty one flat tile fragments (555g) were collected from Ditch 112, they were made
in the yellow white fabric with reddish streaks.

Trench 38

B.5.14 A severely abraded medieval to post medieval brick fragment (7g) was found in Ditch
317.

Trench 40
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B.5.15 A large fragment of tile (640g) was found in Pit 321. It is probably a body fragment of
a tegula or another large Roman flat brick or roof tile. It has a hoof print on its
smoothed upper bed, possibly the hind foot of a Red Deer. It’s fabric, dull brown sandy
clay with a grey core and occasional fine inclusions, is typically Roman.

Trench 41

B.5.16 Severely abraded and undiagnostic fragments of CBM were collected from Ditch 309.
These are uninformative and likely intrusive. Pond 344 (and test pit 360 in the pond)
generated medieval and post medieval flat tile (2, 104g and 2, 66g respectively. Pond
360 also produced a set of brick fragments from a similar date (5, 159g).

Trench 44

B.5.17 A single post medieval tile fragment (76g) was found in Ditch 69.

Statement of Potential

B.5.18 Taken in sum this material is indicative of medieval to post medieval activity on and
around the site. The assemblage is heavily abraded and therefore has been subject to
post depositional erosion processes, most likely related to agricultural activity here.
The Roman material is scant and so only indicates an ephemeral Roman presence,
perhaps near this site rather than on it. The building material from all periods is not
indicative of construction at this site per se. However, this should not be discounted as
a possibility.

Recommendations for Further Work

B.5.19 This material has been fully recorded. This material and report should be consulted
when/if excavation work produces more CBM. After that it should be considered for
discard.

B.6 Mortar

By Ted Levermore

B.6.1 Three rounded abraded fragments of a fine gritty lime mortar were assessed (83g),
found in Ditch 67, Trench 15. They are probably related to the collection of brick and
tile found in the feature (see CBM). These fragments are of little to no archaeological
significance.

B.7 Fired Clay

By Ted Levermore

B.7.1 Two fragments of abraded fired clay, made in a fine chalky fabric probably of local
origin, were recovered. One (4g) in Ditch 315, Trench 33, and the other (3g) in Ditch
331, Trench 41. No form, date or type could be associated with these fragments. As
such they are of no archaeology significance.
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B.8 Flint

By Lawrence Bil l ington

Introduction and quantification

B.8.1 A total of 50 worked flints and 57 fragments (2527g) of unworked burnt flint were
recovered during the evaluation (quantified by trench and context in Table 6). The
majority of the worked flint was recovered from the fills of cut features, with a few
pieces recovered from subsoil deposits and 14 pieces deriving from the topsoil (eight
of which were recovered during systematic bucket sampling). The worked flint
recovered from cut features was thinly distributed, deriving from a total of 21
individual contexts, with no single context producing in excess of four pieces. Most of
the worked flint derived from features excavated in Field 3, with only a single flint
from Field 5 (Trench 51) and small quantities from Fields 2 and 4.

B.8.2 Much of the burnt flint was also recovered in small quantities from a relatively large
number of contexts, with the entire assemblage deriving from nine individual contexts
(as well as topsoil finds). With one exception, an assemblage from Pit 399 (Trench 13),
only small quantities of up to four fragments were recovered from these contexts. The
assemblage from 399, however, was made up of 29 fragments weighing 1848g,
accounting for over three quarters of the unworked burnt flint by weight.

B.8.3 The majority of the flint, both worked and unworked, seems likely to represent
residual material inadvertently caught up in the fills of later features and at this stage
of analysis only the substantial assemblage of burnt flint from Pit 399 can be
interpreted as representing material broadly contemporary from the feature from
which it derives.
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Characterisation of the worked flint

B.8.4 The worked flint is generally in a condition consistent with having seen a degree of
disturbance/re deposition, with frequent minor edge damage/rounding. Surviving
cortical surfaces suggest the use of flint derived from secondary gravel sources,
perhaps the local river terrace deposits, although there are is a single flake (topsoil,
Trench 38) bearing a thick unweathered cortex, as well as a few fine non cortical
removals made on a very homogenous and high quality flint, which could derive from
flint sourced from deposits closely associated with the parent chalk. Other
assemblages in this part of the south eastern fens tend to include a component of
‘chalk’ flint, the use of which appears to be particularly characteristic of the later
Neolithic (see Brown 1996; Edmonds 1999). Recortication (‘patination’) is rare, with
only six pieces bearing fairly heavy recortication. This recortication seems likely to
have some chronological significance as the recorticated pieces include two fine
prismatic blade (ditch 304, Trench 34; topsoil, Trench 47), a well struck core trimming
flake (ditch 145, Trench 22) and an opposed platform core (topsoil, field 3), all
consistent with a Mesolithic (c. 9000 4000 cal BC) date, and it seems likely that
recortication may broadly indicate a pre Neolithic date – a phenomenon also noted at
fen edge lithic scatters sampled nearby at Isleham (Brown 1996).
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B.8.5 Leaving aside these recorticated pieces, there are also a small number of un
recorticated blade/narrow flake based pieces which are technologically consistent
with a Mesolithic or early Neolithic date. These include a carefully worked single
platform core (ditch 392, Trench 13), a blade (Ditch 57, Trench 20) and a blade like
flake (pit 91, Trench 42). Most notable is a further blade with finely executed
serrations along both lateral edges and visible use wear in the form of ventral
gloss/polish (pit 180, Trench 24). This latter piece is likely to be of Early Neolithic (c.
4000 3300 cal BC) date.

B.8.6 The remainder of the assemblage is comprised of flake based material. A large
proportion of this is made up of simple hard hammer struck flakes of varied
morphology and which are relatively undiagnostic. Most of these are consistent with
a later Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date (c. 3300 1500 cal BC), but there are a few
notably cruder pieces (e.g. Ditch 102, Trench 28; Ditch 304, Trench 34) which might
represent Middle/Late Bronze Age or Iron Age flint working. Alongside this generalised
flake based material there are a few pieces which show traces of more
structured/specialised core reduction, most notably a small levallois like/centripetal
core (on a flake) from Ditch 363, Trench 35) and a large tertiary flake, probably
removed from a levallois like/prepared platform core (Ditch 38, Trench 20). Both of
these pieces are likely to be of later Neolithic date (c. 3300 2400 cal BC).

B.8.7 Four retouched pieces can be associated with this flake based material. Two scrapers,
from Ditch 65, Trench 16 and Ditch 57, Trench 20, both exhibit fine convex scalar
retouch, and are likely to be of later Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date, whilst a
retouched flake from Ditch 392, Trench 13, is less easily classified but is likely to date
to the same broad period. The most diagnostic piece is a probable chisel arrowhead,
of later Neolithic date, from the subsoil deposit (2) in Trench 15.

Characterisation of the unworked burnt flint

B.8.8 The unworked burnt flint consists of thermally shattered chunks of heavily heat
affected flint, generally with thermally crazed exterior surfaces. The larger cortical
pieces suggest the exploitation of small to medium cobbles of flint gravel – probably
locally available in river terrace deposits. The substantial assemblage from Pit 399 is
distinctive in terms of being dominated by relatively large pieces, up to 252.9g in
weight.

Discussion

B.8.9 The flint assemblage, though small, provides evidence for prehistoric activity at the
site. The assemblage includes small quantities of Mesolithic and earlier Neolithic
material alongside a greater proportion of flintwork probably relating to later
Neolithic and Early Bronze Age activity. As such, the composition of the assemblage is
closely comparable to many of the scatters sampled in the course of Fenland project
in the south eastern fens (Hall 1996; see Edmonds et al 1999: Gdaniec et al 2007). All
of the worked flint derives from unstratified deposits or appears to have derived from
the fills of later features, but the presence of this residual material suggests the
possibility for more extensive work to reveal cut features of Neolithic and/or Early
Bronze Age date.
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B.9 Glass

By Carole Fletcher

Introduction and Methodology

B.9.1 A small assemblage of undated and 19th and 20th century glass (8 shards, weighing
0.539kg) was recovered by the excavator from the evaluation. Three shards (31g)
were recovered from the topsoil in Trench 37 and subsoil in Trenches 13 and 45. The
remainder of the assemblage (5 shards, 508g) was recovered from ditches in Trenches
26, 33, 46 and a pit in Trench 41. The glass was scanned and recorded by form, colour,
count and weight, and dated where possible.

Assemblage

B.9.2 Topsoil 3 in Trench 37 produced a pale amber marble, which may have originated from
a Codd type bottle, a design patented in 1872. Subsoil in Trenches 13 and 45 both
produced 19th or 19th 20th century glass. Ditch 153 in Trench 26 produced a base
sherd from a utility wine bottle, the condition of the glass and shape suggesting it is
18th century. A complete utility wine bottle base was recovered from Ditch 412 in
Trench 36. The glass is heavily patinated, again shape and condition of the glass also
suggest an 18th century date. Both ditches also produced post medieval pottery; in
the case of Ditch 412, this included 18th century and later sherds.

B.9.3 Fragments of utility bottles were also recovered from Ditch 315 in Trench 33. Both
fragments are heavily patinated; on the larger sherd the patination is flaking, revealing
clear olive green glass. The smaller shard is in poor condition, suggesting it is perhaps
17th rather than 18th century glass.

B.9.4 Pit 327 in Trench 42 produced a small fragment of 19th century glass, which may be
intrusive in a feature that produced medieval pottery.

Discussion

B.9.5 The bulk of the glass recovered is likely to be 18th century and may relate to the
contemporary ceramics also recovered from the features. Alternatively, the bottles
may be casual discards relating to agricultural workers in the fields. The presence of
both window and vessel glass relates to the buildings and domestic activity, although
the material may be the result of rubbish deposition from occupation some distance
from the site.

Retention, dispersal or display

B.9.6 Should further work be undertaken, additional glass may be recovered. If no further
work is undertaken, this statement acts as a full record and the glass may be
deselected prior to archive deposition.

Glass Catalogue
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Trench Context Cut Form and Colour MNV No. of
Shards

Weight
(kg)

Glass Date

Tr.13 2 Irregular fragment of flat clear, near colourless window glass.
2.65mm thick

1 0.005 19th 20th
century

Tr.26 155 153 Utility bottle. Fragment of wine bottle base in an olive green
glass with a rounded foot, deep kick and rough pontil mark.
Glass is patinated, slightly flaking and quite iridised. Base
exterior diameter 140mm, thickness at kick 9mm, at side 3.6mm

1 1 0.118 18th century

Tr.33 316 315 Utility bottle. Irregular fragment of olive green vessel glass,
probably from a wine bottle. Surface is iridised, patinated and
flaking. 3.7 7mm thick

1 1 0.025 Not closely
datable

Utility bottle. Sub rectangular fragment of dull ?olive vessel
glass. Fairly opaque and appears to be becoming granular. 5mm
thick

1 1 0.005 Not closely
datable

Tr.36 285 412 Utility bottle. Complete bottle base in a pale olive glass, iridised,
patinated and flaking. Base not perfectly circular and thickness
of glass varies around circumference. Near vertical sides,
difficult to tell if splaying out or leaning, rounded basal edge,
deep kick, finished pontil scar. 106 109mm diameter, 2.5 6mm
thick

1 1 0.359 18th century

Tr.37 3 Pale yellow marble, 13mm in diameter, possibly from an amber
Codd type bottle

1 0.003 1872+

Tr.41 328 327 Corner fragment of flat clear, very pale blue green glass. 1.3mm
thick, uncertain if window or vessel glass

1 0.001 19th century

Tr.45 2 Utility bottle. Narrow ‘ball neck’ of a sauce bottle in very pale
blue glass with occasional bubbles, in good condition. Circular
section, tapering from 16mm to 12mm external diameter,
surviving height 62mm, rim missing, ring closest to narrow end.

1 1 0.023 1876 1925

Total 5 8 0.539
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APPENDIX C ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

C.1 Environmental Remains

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction

C.1.1 Twenty bulk samples were taken from features within the evaluated area in order to
assess the quality of preservation of environmental remains and their potential to
provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations.

C.1.2 Monoliths of buried soils encountered within Trenches 17 and 40 were taken for
future analysis of soil micromorphology and/or pollen.

Trench No. Sample No. Context No.

17 1 3,2,82

17 9 82,83

17 2 82,84

40 40 2,3,100

C.1.3 Samples were also taken for future molluscan analysis from two ponds encountered
in Trench 41.

Sample No. Context No. Feature No.
24 345 344
27 346 344
35 362 360

Methodology

C.1.4 The total volume (up to 20L) of each of the samples was processed by tank flotation
using modified Siraff type equipment for the recovery of preserved plant remains,
dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The
floating component (flot) of the samples was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and
the residue was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and a 0.5mm sieve.

C.1.5 The dried flots were scanned using a binocular microscope at magnifications up to x
60 and an abbreviated list of the recorded remains are presented in Table 10.
Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the
Netherlands (Cappers et al. 2006) and the authors' own reference collection.
Nomenclature is according to Zohary and Hopf (2000) for cereals and Stace (1997) for
other plants. Plant remains have been identified to species where possible. The
identification of cereals has been based on the characteristic morphology of the grains
and chaff as described by Jacomet (2006).

Quantification
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C.1.6 For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds and cereal grains have
been scanned and recorded qualitatively according to the following categories:

# = 1 5, ## = 6 25, ### = 26 100, #### = 100 500, ##### =500+ specimens

C.1.7 Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal and molluscs have been scored
for abundance

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

Key to tables:

w=waterlogged, m=mineralised

Results

C.1.8 Preservation of plant remains is by carbonisation (charring), waterlogging (in the
absence of oxygen in wet soils) and mineralisation (replacement of organic
components with calcium phosphate). Molluscs are well preserved in the calcareous
soils and have good potential for environmental reconstruction. Bone elements are
also particularly well preserved with frequent small mammals, fish, birds and
amphibians represented.

C.1.9 The results are discussed by field and by trench:

Field 2: Trench 13

C.1.10 Undated Pit 399 contains sparse charcoal only.

Field 3: Trenches 16, 17, 24 and 28

C.1.11 Preserved plant remains were sparse. Occasional well preserved charred barley
(Hordeum sp.) and a charred flax (Linum usitatissimum) seed are present in early
Saxon Pit 180 within Trench 24. Samples from ditches within Trenches 16, 17 and 28
may have been from waterlogged deposits but preservation of plant remains is poor
with only occasional bramble (Rubus sp.) and elderberry (Sambucus nigra) seeds
surviving.

Field 4: Trenches 34, 35, 36, 40 and 41

C.1.12 Waterlogged plant remains in the form of numerous duckweed seeds are present in
early Iron Age Ditch 304 within Trench 34. Undated Ditch 353 in Trench 35 did not
contain any preserved remain whereas post medieval Ditch 282 in Trench 36 contains
abundant charcoal in fill 284.

C.1.13 Samples from three features within Trench 40 contain significant preserved plant
remains; Medieval Pit 321 contains occasional barley and rye (Secale cereale) grains.
Rye was cultivated in the Roman period was more common from the Saxon period
onwards. Fill 324 of undated Ditch 323 contains mineralised remains in the form of a
wheat (Triticum cf. aestivum) grain, seven grape/raisin (Vitis vinifera) seeds, a bean
(Fabaceae), two cherry/sloe (Prunus avium/cerasus/spinosa) pips and a fly pupa.
Occasional charred wheat grains and a charred pea (Pisum/Lathyrus sp.) are also
present together with burnt avian eggshell. A mineralised concretion, possibly dung,
contain straw, fish bone and a possible apple/pear (Malus/Pyrus sp.) pip. Such an
assemblage would most commonly be medieval in date but grapes were also
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consumed in the Roman period. Finally, post hole 325 contains charred barley, rye and
wheat grains.

C.1.14 Seven features were sampled within Trench 41 with both waterlogged and charred
preservation. Waterlogged plant remains are present in samples from medieval Ditch
292 and pond 344/360 but preservation is poor and is restricted to duckweed,
brambles and elderberry seeds. Ditch 292 also contains abundant charred wheat
grains. Their morphology is small and rounded suggesting this is the compact variety
of club wheat (T. compactum). Seeds of stinking mayweed (Anthemis cotula) and
corncockle (Agrostemma githago) are representative of plants that would have been
growing amongst the wheat crop. Occasional legumes are also present.

C.1.15 Ditches 309 and 388 are less productive with only occasional charred cereal grains and
charcoal present.

C.1.16 Two pits 327 and 331 produced near identical assemblages of abundant charred
wheat, rye and barley grain mixed with occasional oats (Avena sp.) and seeds of
stinking mayweed, corn flower (Centaurea cyanus), corn gromwell (Lithospermum
arvense), goosefoots (Chenopodium sp.) and dock (Rumex sp.), all of which are weeds
of arable land. Seeds of wetland plants such as sedges (Carex spp.), Great Fen sedge
(Cladium mariscus), spike rush (Eleocharis cf. palustris) and rushes (Juncus sp.) are also
present. These assemblages are consistent with a medieval date for the pits. Pit 84
(Trench 42), in contrast, contains only sparse charcoal.
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13 399 400 41 Pit 7 30 Charred 0 0 0 0 0 +/+ 2 sparse charcoal only 0 0 # 0 0

16 110 111 7 Ditch 9 20 None 0 0 0 0 0 +++/++ 0 0 # 0 0 #

17 24 26 5 Ditch 8 40 Waterlogged 0 0 0 # 0 +++/++ 0 Elderberry 0 0 + 0 #

24 180 181 10 Pit 15 30 Charred # 0 0 0 # 0 20 Barley and flax # # + # ##

28 102 103 8 Ditch 9 5 None 0 0 0 0 0 +/+ 0 0 # 0 0 0

34 304 305 18 Ditch 8 10 Waterlogged 0 0 0 ### 0 ++/+ 0 duckweed # ## 0 # #

35 353 354 31 Ditch 10 10 none 0 0 0 0 0 ++/+ 0 0 0 0 0 0

36 282 284 15 Ditch 18 340 Charred 0 0 0 0 0 ++/+ 680 Abundant charcoal 0 ## 0 0 ###

40 323 324 21 Ditch 9 15 Charred and
mineralised ##/#m 0 #/#m 0 #m ++/++ 2

Cess. Mineralised
wheat, bean,
cherry/sloe, grape
and fly pupa

# ## + ## ##

40 321 322 37 Pit 3 1 Charred # 0 0 0 0 +/+ 0 barley and rye # # # 0 #

40 325 326 38 Post
hole 1 1 Charred ### 0 0 0 0 +/+ 1 wheat, barley and

rye 0 0 + 0 #
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41 292 293 16 Ditch 7 40 Charred and
waterlogged ##### # ## # ## ++/++ 15

abundant grain,
frequent legumes
and seeds, duckweed

# ## # # ###

41 309 310 20 Ditch 18 180 Charred ## 0 0 0 0 ++++/++ 0 occasional wheat
and barley # # # 0 #

41 388 390 39 Ditch 18 10 Charred 0 0 0 0 0 +/+ 1 sparse charcoal only 0 0 0 0 0

41 327 328 22 Pit 9 80 Charred ##### # 0 0 ## +++/+ 10

Abundant wheat
with rye, barley and
oats, wetland plant
seeds, stinking
mayweed

# # 0 ## ##

41 331 333 23 Pit 8 110 Charred ##### ## # 0 ### ++++/++ 20

Abundant wheat
with rye, barley and
oats, wetland plant
seeds, stinking
mayweed

0 # # # #

41 344 345 28 Pond 7 35 none 0 0 0 0 0 ++++/+++ 0 0 # 0 # #

41 344 346 29 Pond 9 45 Waterlogged 0 0 0 # 0 +++/++ 0 elderberry and
bramble seeds 0 # + 0 #

41 360 362 36 Pond 9 25 Charred and
waterlogged # 0 0 ## 0 +++/++ 0 elderberry seeds,

wheat 0 # # # ###

42 84 85 6 Pit 18 10 Charred 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 # + 0 0

Discussion

C.1.17 The recovery of charred grain, chaff, weed seeds and charcoal indicates that there is
good potential for the preservation of plant remains at this site. Significant charred
assemblages, particularly of cereal grains, have been recovered from medieval
deposits suggesting that there was occupation during this period. The presence of
cereal and chaff indicates that there may be the potential for further recovery of larger
assemblages that will provide information on the types of crops that were exploited
along with cereal processing techniques.

C.1.18 The presence of mineralised remains has excellent potential for providing information
on dietary constituents that are not often preserved by other means, namely insects
and some food remains. The potential for waterlogged remains appears to be low but
preservation may be better in deeper deposits. The calcareous soils within most of the
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deposits has enabled the preservation of a diverse variety of both bones and mollusc
shells although this suggests that pollen is less likely to have survived.

C.1.19 Future excavation has the potential to recover larger, more meaningful assemblages
that would contribute to the evidence of diet and economy at this site. If further
excavation is planned for this area, it is recommended that environmental sampling is
carried out in accordance with Historic England guidelines (2011).

C.2 Animal Bone

By Hayley Foster

Introduction and Methodology

C.2.1 The animal bone from Soham represents faunal remains weighing 14kg in total with
the identifiable remains consisting of 10 kg. There were 114 fragments recorded, all
from hand collection and 341 from environmental samples. Bone was recovered from
over 20 of the trenches excavated. The species represented include cattle (Bos
taurus), sheep/goat (Ovis/Capra), horse (Equus caballus), pig (Sus scrofa), dog (Canis
familiaris), cat (Felis domesticus), rabbit (Oryctolagus cuniculus), vole (Microtus
agrestis), amphibian, fish, rodent, small mammal and at least two different species of
bird. Remains were mainly from ditches and pits and are likely medieval or post
medieval in date.

C.2.2 The method used to quantify this assemblage was based on that used for Knowth by
McCormick and Murray (2007) which is modified from Albarella and Davis (1996).
Identification of the faunal remains was carried out at Oxford Archaeology East.
References to Hillson (1992), Schmid (1972), von den Driesch and Boessneck (1974)
were used where necessary.

Results of Analysis

C.2.3 The faunal remains are in a good state of preservation and fragmentation is moderate.
C.2.4 Cattle and sheep/goat dominated the assemblage, however horse and bird remains

were also well represented in this small assemblage. At least two species of bird are
present in the assemblage, with several complete bones identified as crane.

C.2.5 Ageing data suggest the main domestic species were mainly adult, however several
remains of a juvenile cattle were recovered from Ditch 185. Dental data showed the
presence of adult cattle and sheep/goat, whereas for pig slaughter age was around 2
years of age.

C.2.6 There is a small amount of carnivore gnawing from Ditch 71 and Pit 180 and burning
evidence from context 389 and Ditch 329.

C.2.7 There is a sizeable amount of remains from the environmental samples, including vole,
fish and amphibian. Some of the fish remains showed signs of digestion. The
quantities of amphibian remains can provide insight into the habitat, whether a
migration path or suitable environment and landscape for frog breeding.

C.2.8 The range of species is the type of species that would be expected in a medieval and
post medieval assemblage.

Species Fragments

Cattle 43
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Sheep/Goat 30
Pig 8

Horse 14
Cat 2
Dog 5
Bird 11

Rabbit 1
Total 114

Context Sample # Species # of Fragments
284 15 amphibian 30
284 15 bird 15
284 15 vole 25
26 5 amphibian 2
26 5 bird 2
293 16 sheep/goat 2
293 16 fish 6
293 16 amphibian 35
293 16 mouse/small rodent 36
111 7 vole 2
111 7 amphibian 4
103 8 rodent 1
181 10 bird 6
181 10 amphibian 6
181 10 fish 5
305 18 amphibian 13
305 18 fish 3
305 18 small mammal 12
310 20 sheep/goat 1
310 20 amphibian 4
310 20 vole 4
362 36 sheep/goat 1
362 36 amphibian 15
362 36 fish 1
362 36 rodent 3
324 21 amphibian 21
324 21 fish 25
324 21 vole 10
328 22 amphibian 6
328 22 bird 3
328 22 fish 12
333 23 bird 1
333 23 fish 7
333 23 vole 1
345 28 fish 2
345 28 amphibian 6
345 28 rodent 2
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Context Sample # Species # of Fragments
346 29 amphibian 4
346 29 rodent 1
326 38 amphibian 1
326 38 mouse/small rodent 2
322 37 amphibian 2
322 37 cattle 1

TOTAL 341

Recommendations for Further Work

C.2.9 The assemblage is in a good state of preservation and contained several elements that
can be used for ageing and measured to calculate estimated shoulder heights. This
evidence could be used to provide a greater insight into husbandry practices and
dietary preferences. The large amount of amphibian, fish and small mammal bones
should be considered for identification to element and species.

Retention, Dispersal and Display

C.2.10 The assemblage should be considered for full retention as it is good condition and
includes several complete long bones, including those belonging to crane. Should
more faunal material be recovered this data can be added to shed more light on
husbandry and dietary practices on site.

C.3 Mollusca

By Carole Fletcher

Introduction

C.3.1 A total of 0.054kg of shells were collected by hand during the evaluation. The shells
recovered are edible examples of oyster Ostrea edulis, from estuarine and shallow
coastal waters and mussel Mytilus edulis from intertidal zones. The shell is moderately
well preserved and does not appear to have been deliberately broken or crushed.

Methodology

C.3.2 The shells were weighed and recorded by species, with complete or near complete
right and left valves noted, where identification can be made, using Winder (2011) as
a guide. The minimum number of individuals (MNI) was not established, due to the
small size of the assemblage.

Assemblage

C.3.3 The shells were recovered from ditches, pits and the topsoil, across five trenches,
where they probably became incorporated into the fills as general rubbish deposition.
There is some evidence of small 'V' or 'U' shaped holes on the outer edge of the shell,
caused by a knife during the opening or ‘shucking’ of the oyster, prior to its
consumption.
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Discussion

C.3.4 This is too small an assemblage to draw any but the broadest conclusions, in that
shellfish were reaching the site from the coastal regions, indicating trade with the
wider area. The shells represent general discarded food waste and, although not
closely datable in themselves, the shells may be dated by their association with
pottery or other material also recovered from the features. Ditch 67 (Trench 15),
which produced a single oyster shell, contained Roman pottery, while pit 355 in
Trench 34 produced post medieval pottery, alongside the single oyster shell. Finally,
the shell recovered from Trench 41 came from features that also produced medieval
pottery.

Retention, dispersal and display

C.3.5 The assemblage indicates that, should further work take place, additional shell would
be found, however, the evaluation suggests there will be only low levels of shell
deposition. The catalogue acts as a full record and the shell may be dispersed or
deselected prior to archive deposition.

Mollusca Catalogue

Trench Context Cut Species Common
Name

Habitat No.
Shells
or
Frags

No.
left
valve

No.
right
valve

Description/Comment Weight
(kg)

Tr.15 68 67 Ostrea
edulis

Oyster Estuarine and
shallow
coastal water

1 1 Near complete medium left
valve with possible shucking
damage

0.014

Tr.23 179 178 Ostrea
edulis

Oyster Estuarine and
shallow
coastal water

1 1 Fragment of large left valve 0.007

Tr.34 341 340 Mytilus
edulis

Mussel Intertidal zone 1 Fragment of shell, unclear if
left or right

0.001

356 355 Ostrea
edulis

Oyster Estuarine and
shallow
coastal water

1 1 Complete medium right
valve

0.010

Tr.40 3 Ostrea
edulis

Oyster Estuarine and
shallow
coastal water

1 1 Near complete medium right
valve

0.008

Tr.41 293 292 Ostrea
edulis

Oyster Estuarine and
shallow
coastal water

1 1 Near complete medium left
valve with probable shucking
damage

0.009

303 302 Mytilus
edulis

Mussel Intertidal zone 3 1 Incomplete left valve and
two fragments from the
same shell

0.003

333 331 Mytilus
edulis

Mussel Intertidal zone 1 1 Incomplete left valve 0.002

Total 10 5 2 0.054
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SUMMARY

S.1.1 This assessment of aerial imagery considers land to the east of Soham in Cambridgeshire.
The site is located at UK National Grid Reference (NGR) TL 597 736, co ordinates 559789

S.1.2 273686. The report updates an assessment of aerial photographs which was undertaken by
Rog Palmer in 2009

S.1.3 The object of the assessment was to provide information on the location and nature of
archaeological features which are visible on historic aerial photographs, modern aerial and
satellite imagery and visualised Airborne Laser Scan (ALS), which is also known as light
detection and ranging (Lidar) data to assess the topography and micro topographic
features.

S.1.4 Aerial and satellite images displayed at all the timelines at www.google.com/earth (1999,
2003, 2007, 2008), aerial and ‘birdseye’ oblique imagery at www.bing.com/maps, and the
‘satellite’ layer displayed at www.google.co.uk/maps in November 2017 were consulted,
alongside vertical and oblique aerial photographs held as prints at the Historic England
Archive in Swindon which were taken between 1946 and 2005, although photos taken after
1995 were held as negatives only. Lidar data were gathered by the UK Environment Agency
(EA) in 2009 at 1m resolution and were downloaded from the EA website and processed in
October 2017.

S.1.5 Vertical aerial photos show no well defined archaeological features within the site. There
are eroded traces of likely Medieval ploughing, a former quarry, and a series of mounds
and dark toned features which may be associated with extractive industrial processes.
Ditches and sinuous features in the east part of the site show as crop marks and Kiley to be
hydrological and drainage features.

S.1.6 To the immediate south of the site, a series of embanked and ditched enclosures show the
site of a likely former Medieval moated manor or similar settlement features. Earthworks
here were extant until the mid 1990s, and have since been ploughed flat, showing only as
crop and soil marks. There are some records of Medieval settlement features in the area,
but no apparent HER entry for the site. The presence of these adjacent features does
indicate some potential for heritage assets within the site.
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1 INTRODUCTION
1.1.1 This assessment of aerial imagery considers land to the east of Soham in

Cambridgeshire. The site is located at UK National Grid Reference (NGR) TL 597 736,
co ordinates 559789 273686. The report updates an assessment of aerial photographs
which was undertaken by Rog Palmer in 2009.

1.1.2 The object of the assessment was to provide information on the location and nature
of archaeological features which are visible on historic aerial photographs, modern
aerial and satellite imagery and visualised Airborne Laser Scan (ALS), which is also
known as light detection and ranging (Lidar) data to assess the topography and micro
topographic features.

1.1.3 The object of the assessment was to provide information on the location and nature
of archaeological features which are visible on historic aerial photographs, modern
aerial and satellite imagery and visualised Airborne Laser Scan (ALS) data which is also
known as light detection and ranging (Lidar) data, within the site.

1.1.4 Aerial and satellite images displayed at all the timelines at www.google.com/earth
(1999, 2003, 2007, 2008), aerial and ‘birdseye’ oblique imagery at
www.bing.com/maps, and the ‘satellite’ layer displayed at www.google.co.uk/maps in
November 2017 were consulted, alongside vertical and oblique aerial photographs
held as prints at the Historic England Archive in Swindon which were taken between
1946 and 2005, although photos taken after 1995 were held as negatives only. Lidar
data were gathered by the UK Environment Agency (EA) in 2009 at 1m resolution and
were downloaded from the EA website and processed in October 2017. The Cambridge
University Collection of Aerial Photographs (CUCAP) was not open for consultation
during the timescale of this assessment. However, as the site had been previously
assessed by Rog Palmer, the geo referenced scans derived from relevant CUCAP
material were used from APS archives to assist this assessment.

1.1.5 It is important to note that aerial imagery usually only shows part of the horizontal and
vertical extent of buried and upstanding features. Their capacity to reveal features as
crop marks, vegetation marks, soil marks or as the shadows cast by banks, ditches and
walls, depends upon a number of environmental, lighting and agricultural factors
prevalent at the time of the photographic survey.

1.1.6 To do this, stereoscopic pairs of vertical aerial photos were viewed using a magnifying
mirror stereoscope to allow three dimensional viewing and checked to single photos
and differently visualised Lidar data. This increased the reliability of the interpretations
and identification of different feature types, as comparative analysis is good practise
when considering multiple data sets.

1.1.7 Visualised Lidar data, discussed below, was used alongside the historic and modern
aerial photographs, but did not prove to be particularly informative over this site.



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 88 26 July 2018
217 09 02 Soham Eastern Gateway, Assessment of Aerial Imagery for Archaeology
Client: Oxford Archaeology East © Air Photo Services Ltd. 2017

2 THE SITE

Figure 1 Location of The Site

2.1.1 The Site is centred at TL 597 736, co ordinates 559789 273686. Plan 1, which is
appended to this report, shows the features recorded from aerial imagery within the
site. Topography, land use, geology and soils

2.1.2 The site is located on level pastoral land which lies adjacent to residential areas to the
north and east.

2.1.3 The bedrock geology for the site is Gault Formation consisting of sedimentary
mudstone (British Geological Survey 2017) The site overlies River Terrace deposits
which consist of Sand and Gravel transitional to the edge of the East Anglian Fenland
(British Geological Survey 2017).

2.1.4 In regard to details of the soils on the site, Palmer has correctly stated (2009) that:

2.1.5 The Development Area has two main soil deposits that equate broadly with the
medieval dry land (on the west) and the medieval fen (to the east). The Soil Survey of
England and Wales (SSEW 1983a) shows the dry land soil to be river terrace and chalky
drift (soil association 512f: Milton) which it describes as: Deep permeable calcareous
fine loamy soils variably affected by groundwater (SSEW 1983b, 8). This soil covers
approximately the western quarter of the Area. East of this is river terrace drift (soil
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association 872b: Clayhithe) described as: Deep humose fine loamy over
sandy and fine loamy over clayey soils…. Some peat soils. Groundwater controlled by
ditches and pumps (SSEW 1983b, 20). These different environments could not be
distinguished on the aerial photographs examined. The Soil Survey notes that the
Milton soil association can show complex soil patterns locally which implies that these
will be visible as differences in crop growth. In that case, it is likely that buried
archaeological features, especially ditches and pits, may be visible in a similar manner.

2.1.6 David Hall gives a more detailed description of the geology and Flandrian deposits (Hall
1996, 72) and also has mapped the fen edge at two different periods (ibid, figures 37
38). Hall’s estimated medieval fen edge has been drawn on the figure in this report
and echoes the soil division mapped by the Soil Survey.

2.2 Previously recorded heritage assets
2.2.1 The Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (CHER) records several multi period

findspots and sites within the immediate environs of the site, dating from prehistory
to the post medieval periods.

2.2.2 CHER record 11169 indicates a crop marked site that Palmer initially assessed in 1989
as ‘sand wiggles’. Palmer had little recollection of this interpretation (pers. comm.
2017). He has since re assessed the site from aerial photographs (Palmer 2009) and
concluded that:

2.2.3 No definite archaeological features were identified but there were suggestions of
ridges that may remain from medieval cultivation.

2.2.4 Natural features include former streams and ponds and some ‘mounds’ have also been
mapped that are likely to be natural, possibly clay brought to the surface by modern
cultivation.

2.2.5 Recent features include removed field boundaries, an isolated barn (or possibly a
former small farm) and its access track, an area of hand dug quarrying and recent field
drains.

2.2.6 A ‘ring ditch’ (CHER MCB8561) has been previously identified on site, on an unspecified
aerial photograph. This has not been identified by this or Palmer’s previous
assessment and is likely to be a natural feature or a feature associated with former
extraction on the site.

3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND NATURAL FEATURES FROM AERIAL
IMAGERY

3.1.1 In suitably cultivated soils, sub surface features – including archaeological ditches,
banks, pits, walls or foundations – may be recorded from the air in different ways in
different seasons. In spring and summer these may show through their effect on grass
and crops growing above them.

3.1.2 Upstanding features, which may survive in un ploughed grassland, as on the Site, are
also best recorded in winter months when vegetation is sparse, and the low angle of
the sun helps pick out slight differences of height and slope.
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3.2 Limitations of the aerial photographic data
3.2.1 Aerial photographic evidence is limited by seasonal, agricultural, meteorological and

environmental factors which affect the extent to which either buried or upstanding
archaeological features can be detected from the air.

3.2.2 The visibility of archaeological features may differ from year to year, dependent on the
type of crop or land use, prevailing weather and levels of moisture in the soil over the
grass or crop growing season. Differences in the intensity and angle of the light also
assist greatly in seeing the nuances of slightly upstanding earthwork features, as are
present on this site. Individual photographs often record only a small percentage of
the actual extent of buried or upstanding features, and a wide range of photos taken
over a long timescale may be needed to reveal the extent of extant and any buried
features from the air. Lidar data, by Jack Powell BSc PCIfA.

3.2.3 Airborne Laser Scan (ALS) data, otherwise known as Light Detection and Ranging
(Lidar) data, have been collected from airborne survey platforms in recent years at
varying resolutions, and are available for download, processing, visualising and
interpretation via the Environment Agency for England website,
http://environment.gov.uk/ds/survey#/download.

3.2.4 Lidar data indicates variation in the height of the ground surface. Data is collected by
an active laser beam fired in pulses which scans the ground surface. The reflected
pulses are recorded by the sensor on board a geo located airborne survey platform,
fitted with an inertial measurement unit to record the roll, pitch and yaw of the
aircraft.

3.2.5 The point cloud data derived from the survey are processed into a series of Digital
Elevation Models (DEM) usually in American Standard Code for Information
Interchange (ASCII) format. These include Digital Surface Models (DSM) which contain
tree cover and buildings, and Digital Terrain Models (DTM) which remove tree cover
and can reveal features beneath the tree canopy (Bennett et al 2012, Hesse 2010,
Stular et al 2012).

3.2.6 These data are of assistance in recording micro and macro topographic features which
may indicate relict or extant archaeological features and historic landscapes alongside
more modern features. Lidar data are best interpreted and used in conjunction with
modern and historic aerial photographs and maps to provide ground truth information
for features and sites recorded via this prospection method.

3.2.7 The data needed were identified by using the EA timestamp shapefile detailing the
Lidar file names within the area of interest and the Ordnance Survey 10km and 5km
grid square to identify the grids and quarter sheets. Digital Terrain Models were
selected as the primary data source as the ability to remove the tree canopy makes it
ideal for prospection. Where DTM data were unavailable DSM were downloaded and
processed. The 1m DSM and DTM data were downloaded which covered the area of
interest and can be seen in the associated table which is appended to this report. The
data were downloaded on the 9th October 2017 and visualised on the same day.

3.2.8 The data were visualised into Hillshade, Multi directional Hillshade Simple Local Relief
Model (SLRM), Slope, Sky View Factor, Anisotropic Sky View Factor, Open Positive and
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Open Negative using the Relief Visualisation Toolkit (RVT) Version 1.2.
These visualisations where chosen as they are of most use for archaeological
prospection. The multiple ASCII tiles were merged before being visualised for ease of
use in the GIS. The data were analysed alongside the APs and base mapping to double
check the topography and nature of features interpreted from Lidar data.

3.2.9 The TL57 and TL67 2009 1m DTM data provided complete coverage for the area of
interest. There was 2m DTM coverage available for the area of interest, however it was
decided to analyse the 1m data as it provided a higher resolution which is optimal for
archaeological prospection. Analysis of the data did not reveal any new archaeological
features and the features identified as part of the air photo analysis do not show in
the Lidar data, suggesting that the features only survive as buried features.

4 AIR PHOTO INTERPRETATION AND MAPPING
4.1 Photographs examined in this assessment
4.1.1 In this instance, there were no obliques which directly covered the Site, and vertical

aerial photographs were used for all the interpretations.

4.1.2 Vertical aerial photographs have been taken over the whole of Britain and provide
information on a series of dates between 1946 and the present. Many of these vertical
surveys were not flown at times of the year that are best to record the archaeological
features sought for this assessment and may have been taken at inappropriate dates
to record crop and soil responses that may be seen above sub surface features.

4.1.3 Vertical photographs are taken by a camera fixed inside an aircraft and with its
exposures timed to take a series of overlapping views that can be examined
stereoscopically. This technique was useful in this assessment, and assisted to confirm
the topographic details which were demonstrated by the processing, visualisation and
analysis of Lidar data.

4.1.4 Photographs and Lidar data which were consulted are listed in the Appendix to this
report.

Methodology

4.1.5 All photographs were interpreted and mapped at a level compatible with a 1:2500
scale base map.

4.1.6 The photographs were closely examined by eye and under 1.5x and 3x magnification
and interpreted with the aid of a mirror stereoscope where appropriate, or in detail
on screen when consulted as digital files.

4.1.7 Aerial photographs were digitally rectified to an OS base map using the QGIS
rectification tool. This was done to remove perspective distortion and ensure correct
rectification of aerial photographs to the OS map (Scollar 2002 and 2014). Images from
Google Earth were also interpreted and rectified to OS map bases (Scollar and Palmer
2008).

4.1.8 In all transformations prepared for this assessment the mean mismatches were less
than ± 2.5m. The rectified files were set as background layers in QGIS where features



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 92 26 July 2018
217 09 02 Soham Eastern Gateway, Assessment of Aerial Imagery for Archaeology
Client: Oxford Archaeology East © Air Photo Services Ltd. 2017

were interpreted and drawn over the rectified photographs by
Charlotte Willis BA MSc PCIfA.

4.1.9 Layers from this final drawing have been used to prepare the illustration for this report
and are provided digitally for import to a Geographic Information System, in ESRI
Shapefile format.

5 RESULTS
5.1.1 The interpretation of the aerial imagery is illustrated by Plan 1.

5.1.2 Lidar data was examined for this site, but did not add any detail in this case to the
interpretations which are best made on this site from aerial photographs. The site

5.1.3 The site has been under predominantly pastoral landuse during the whole period that
it has been observed from the air.

5.1.4 No archaeological features were identified other than slight parallel ridges on the dry
land area that may remain from medieval cultivation. The present assessment agrees
with Palmer’s interpretation of these as medieval cultivation traces.

5.1.5 Within the Study Area, the more detailed examination of aerial photographs
undertaken for this assessment by Palmer in 2009 and during this assessment also
found no suggestions of sub surface features on photographs. There are ditches, which
show as marks in grass and slight earthworks, which could be archaeological features,
but this is unlikely.

5.1.6 The site contains the remains of backfilled field boundaries, streams, ponds and field
drains.

5.1.7 The previously recorded ring ditch (MCB8561) is not likely to be an archaeological
feature, but rather a natural or extraction related feature. Non archaeological features

5.1.8 Palmer has stated that ‘The fields in the eastern half of the Development Area were
used as pasture in the 1940s and into the 50s with one (the field that includes the
quarry) remaining as grass for much longer (it was first photographed in arable use in
1982). Before conversion to arable, these fields held small ponds – as can be seen
elsewhere in the wider area – and a network of streams, that may have been seasonal,
flowing to the east.’

5.1.9 After conversion to arable, the backfilled streams were sometimes visible as darker
bands in the soil and on some photographs small light toned patches were also
recorded. These have been named as ‘mounds’ in the key to the figure but are not
thought to be of archaeological origin. It is more likely that they are surface indications
of clayey deposits that are being uncovered by modern cultivation.

5.1.10 Following detailed re examination of the images, the present assessment agrees
entirely with this interpretation.

5.1.11 An area has been mapped by Palmer and by this assessment as ‘hand dug quarry’ on
the north side of the site. This is visible as a shallow depression on some photographs
and may have been partly backfilled.
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5.1.12 Former field boundaries and more recent field drains have been
mapped as they may affect the integrity of any sub surface archaeological deposits.

Outside the site

5.1.13 Two hundred metres to the south of the site, and divided from the site by a river, there
is an area of enclosures, boundaries and access ditches which are well defined and
likely to be premodern, possibly Medieval or earlier, traces of settlement.

5.1.14 These features were visible as extant earthworks until the 1990s on aerial photos, and
thereafter have been ploughed flat and are visible as marks in crops.

5.1.15 Figure 2 shows the visible extent of these features, which have not been mapped for
this assessment.

Figure 2 Enclosures visible outside and to the south of the site www.google.com/earth ©
Infoterra and Bluesky 2007

6 CONCLUSION
6.1.1 The Site has been disturbed over most of its extent, and contains traces of former

boundaries, mounds, ponds and likely drainage ditches,

6.1.2 A feature previously identified as a ring ditch by CHER is likely to be non archaeological.

6.1.3 There are some eroded traces of Medieval cultivation in the north part of the site.

6.1.4 Whilst the site lies within an area of high potential for heritage assets, including crop
marked sites recorded from the air, and on the interface of higher ground and the
Fenland, there are few traces on the actual site of buried features which are likely to
date to the pre Medieval periods. This observation does not preclude the absence of
such features, but they are not well defined or visible on aerial photographs in this
instance.

South part of the
site

Buried enclosures
and access
ditches
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APPENDIX Aerial photographs consulted for this assessment

Historic England Archive, enquiry reference 109326
There were no obliques which covered the Study Area

Verticals

RAF/106G/UK/1557 386 RS 4322 P TL 598 726 28 07 JUN 1946

RAF/106G/UK/1589 408 RS 4073 P TL 593 731 18 21 JUN 1946

RAF/106G/UK/1589 408 RS 4074 P TL 599 729 18 21 JUN 1946

RAF/106G/UK/1589 408 RV 6074 P TL 596 749 23 21 JUN 1946

RAF/106G/UK/1589 408 RV 6075 P TL 601 748 23 21 JUN 1946

RAF/58/1971 1726 F22 373 P TL 599 734 12 27 MAR 1956

RAF/58/1971 1726 F22 374 P TL 598 738 12 27 MAR 1956

RAF/82/1428 1743 F21 242 P TL 591 735 6 23 MAY 1956

RAF/82/1428 1743 F21 243 P TL 591 741 6 23 MAY 1956

RAF/82/1428 1743 F22 242 P TL 610 735 15 23 MAY 1956

RAF/82/1428 1743 F22 243 P TL 610 742 15 23 MAY 1956

RAF/543/T/899 2660 F22 71 P TL 599 736 27 05 MAY 1960

RAF/543/T/899 2660 F22 72 P TL 595 741 27 05 MAY 1960

RAF/58/1968 3901 F22 304 P TL 591 741 11 23 MAR 1956

RAF/58/1968 3901 F22 305 P TL 591 736 11 23 MAR 1956

MAL/68061 5155 V 116 P TL 589 730 5 12 AUG 1968

MAL/68061 5155 V 117 P TL 598 730 5 12 AUG 1968

MAL/68061 5155 V 118 P TL 608 730 5 12 AUG 1968

MAL/68061 5155 V 124 P TL 607 745 6 12 AUG 1968

MAL/68061 5155 V 125 P TL 598 745 6 12 AUG 1968

MAL/68061 5155 V 126 P TL 589 745 6 12 AUG 1968

MAL/69056 5418 V 20 P TL 591 730 6 09 JUN 1969

MAL/69056 5418 V 21 P TL 601 730 6 09 JUN 1969

OS/71174 10109 V 94 P TL 603 734 1 04 MAY 1971

OS/71174 10109 V 95 P TL 603 741 1 04 MAY 1971

OS/71174 10109 V 101 P TL 593 740 2 04 MAY 1971

OS/71174 10109 V 102 P TL 593 733 2 04 MAY 1971

OS/68133 11705 V 260 P TL 594 737 16 31 MAY 1968

OS/74095 12038 V 105 P TL 602 737 4 30 MAY 1974

OS/74095 12038 V 106 P TL 594 736 4 30 MAY 1974

OS/82114 12956 V 4 P TL 595 739 1 13 MAY 1982

OS/82114 12956 V 5 P TL 601 731 1 13 MAY 1982

OS/95655 14962 V 165 P TL 592 743 5 30 JUL 1995

OS/95655 14962 V 166 P TL 598 743 5 30 JUL 1995

OS/95655 14962 V 169 P TL 599 730 6 30 JUL 1995

OS/95655 14962 V 170 P TL 593 730 6 30 JUL 1995
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OS/96661 15254 V 117 N TL 595 736 3 06 MAY 1996

OS/96661 15254 V 118 N TL 602 737 3 06 MAY 1996

RAF/58/2678 15373 F21 96 P TL 603 726 2 21 JAN 1959

RAF/58/2678 15373 F21 97 P TL 596 725 2 21 JAN 1959

RAF/58/2678 15373 F22 96 P TL 603 745 6 21 JAN 1959

RAF/58/2678 15373 F22 97 P TL 595 744 6 21 JAN 1959

OS/00584 23415 V 127 N TL 605 731 5 19 JUN 2000

OS/00584 23415 V 128 N TL 598 731 5 19 JUN 2000

OS/00584 23415 V 129 N TL 591 731 5 19 JUN 2000

OS/00585 23416 V 6 N TL 604 743 1 19 JUN 2000

OS/00585 23416 V 7 N TL 598 744 1 19 JUN 2000

OS/00585 23416 V 8 N TL 591 744 1 19 JUN 2000

OS/03965(Y) 24350 V 146 N TL 589 733 9 14 SEP 2003

OS/03965(Y) 24350 V 147 N TL 598 733 9 14 SEP 2003

OS/03965(Y) 24350 V 148 N TL 608 733 9 14 SEP 2003

OS/04573 24515 V 54 N TL 591 741 3 23 JUL 2004

OS/04573 24515 V 55 N TL 600 741 3 23 JUL 2004

OS/05921(X) 24666 V 6544 N TL 599 734 3 12 JUL 2005

OS/05921(X) 24666 V 6545 N TL 590 734 3 12 JUL 2005

ADA/416 27123 V 27 N TL 604 739 3 09 APR 1989

The Cambridge University Collection of Aerial Photographs (CUCAP) is currently unavailable for
consultation

www. google.com/earth consulted October and November 2017

1999 Infoterra Ltd and Bluesky

2003 Digital Globe

2003 The Geoinformation Group

Infoterra Ltd and Bluesky and Getmapping plc

Getmapping plc



Report 2186 Soham Eastern Gateway v.2

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 98 26 July 2018
217 09 02 Soham Eastern Gateway, Assessment of Aerial Imagery for Archaeology
Client: Oxford Archaeology East © Air Photo Services Ltd. 2017

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Air Photo Services has produced this assessment for their clients, Oxford Archaeology
East, subject to the following conditions:

Air Photo Services will be answerable only for those transcriptions, plans, documentary
records and written reports that it submits to the client, and not for the accuracy of any
edited or re drawn versions of that material which may be subsequently produced by the
client or any other of their agents.

The transcriptions, documentation and textual reports presented within this assessment
report shall be explicitly identified as the work of Air Photo Services.

Air Photo Services has consulted only the aerial photographs specified. It cannot
guarantee that further aerial photographs of archaeological significance do not exist in
collections which it is not aware of or has not examined.

Due to the nature of aerial photographic evidence, Air Photo Services cannot guarantee
that there may not be further archaeological features found during ground survey which
are not visible on aerial photographs or that apparently ‘blank’ areas will not contain
masked archaeological evidence.

We suggest that if a period of 6 months or more elapses between compilation of this
report and field evaluation new searches are made in the appropriate photo libraries.
Examination of any newly acquired aerial imagery is advised.

The original working documents, being interpretation notes, overlays, copies,
photographs, control information and digital data files will remain the property of Air
Photo Services and be securely retained by it for 3 years from the completion date of this
assessment after which only the digital data files may be retained.

It is requested that a copy of this report be lodged with Cambridgeshire Council within 6
months of completion of the archaeological evaluation if appropriate to the nature of the
project.

Copyright of this report and the illustration within and relevant to it is held by Air Photo
Services Ltd © 2017.

We reserve the right to use or publish any material resulting from this assessment, but
only with the permission of the client and with respect to the nature of the project.
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Air Photo Services Ltd

The Shaftesbury Centre
Percy Street Swindon SN2 2AZ

www.airphotoservices.co.u k
+44 (0) 7827 810361 info@airphotoservices.co.uk

Directors Chris Cox, Associates Rog Palmer & David Lang.
Company No. 5248188 Registered Office The Shaftesbury Centre SN2 2AZ
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Appendix G GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY

Magnitude Surveys Ref: MSTL204
HER Event Number:

HER Site Code: SOHGAT17
November 2017
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Magnitude Surveys was commissioned to assess the subsurface archaeological potential of a
c. 26ha area of land on the eastern extent of Soham, Cambridgeshire. A fluxgate gradiometer
survey was successfully completed over the majority of the site. An area c. 3.3ha in size was in
use as allotments and could not be surveyed, while a further c. 4.4ha was unavailable due to
the presence of livestock and overgrown vegetation. Several ditch like anomalies have been
identified which may indicate archaeological activity on the site. The geophysical results
primarily reflect modern and agricultural activity, with a large number of drainage features,
modern services, and ploughing trends being detected. Natural responses caused by slight
variations in the soils and superficial geology have also been identified.
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1. Introduction
Magnitude Surveys Ltd (MS) was commissioned by Oxford Archaeology East to undertake
a geophysical survey on a c.26ha area of land west of the A142, Soham, Cambridgeshire
(TL 5978 7364). Of this, c. 4.4ha were unsuitable for survey and c. 3.3ha was in use as
allotments.
The geophysical survey comprised quad towed, cart mounted fluxgate gradiometer
survey.
The survey was conducted in line with the current best practice guidelines produced by
Historic England (David et al., 2008), the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA,
2014) and the European Archaeological Council (Schmidt et al., 2015).

3. Objectives
The geophysical survey aimed to assess the subsurface archaeological potential of the
survey area.
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4. Geographic Background
The site is located off Paddock Street, on the eastern edge of Soham, Cambridgeshire,
which lies c. 8.8 km southeast of Ely and c. 21km northeast of Cambridge (Figure 1).
Survey was undertaken in three flat arable fields, divided by deep drainage ditches. The
site is bounded to the south by Paddock Street and East Fen Common, to the east by
A142 road, to the north by further agricultural land and the lane Qua Fen Common, and
to the west by Brewhouse Lane, Bushel Lane and allotments (Figure 2).
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5. Archaeological Background
The following section provides a brief overview of the archaeological background of the
site and its surrounding landscape. The information below summarises a desk based
assessment provided by OAE (2009) and information derived from an HER search on
Heritage Gateway (2017) within a 500m radius of the site.
Prehistoric activity has been identified in the region immediately adjacent to the site. To
the southwest of Area 2 and northwest of Area 3, a Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age ditch
has been recorded (ADS 1438451). A number of Neolithic and Mesolithic find spots are
recorded to the northwest of Soham. Four Mesolithic tranchet axes are recorded,
discovered 700m southwest of the site (HER 07087). Other find spots within Soham have
identified Neolithic tools (HER 02097, 11019). A Bronze Age flint scatter and bronze razor
have been recorded in the within the boundaries of the site (HER 11019A, 07101).
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6. Methodology
Data Collection

Geophysical prospection comprised the magnetic method as described in the
following table.

Zero Median Traverse – The median of each sensor traverse is calculated within
a specified range and subtracted from the collected data. This removes striping
effects caused by small variations in sensor electronics.

Projection to a Regular Grid – Data collected using RTK GPS positioning requires
a uniform grid projection to visualise data. Data are rotated to best fit an
orthogonal grid projection and are resampled onto the grid using an inverse
distance weighting algorithm.
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Interpolation to Square Pixels – Data are interpolated using a bicubic algorithm
to increase the pixel density between sensor traverses. This produces images
with square pixels for ease of visualisation.

Data Visualisation and Interpretation
This report presents the gradient of the sensors’ total field data as greyscale
images, as well as the total field data from the upper and/or lower sensors. The
gradient of the sensors minimises external interferences and reduces the blown
out responses from ferrous and other high contrast material. However, the
contrast of weak or ephemeral anomalies can be reduced through the process of
calculating the gradient. Consequently, come features can be clearer in the
respective gradient or total field datasets. Multiple greyscales images at different
plotting ranges have been used for data interpretation. Greyscale images should
be viewed alongside the XY trace plot (Figures 11 & 12). XY trace plots visualise
the magnitude and form of the geophysical response, aiding in anomaly
interpretation.
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7. Results
Qualification

Geophysical results are not a map of the ground and are instead a direct
measurement of subsurface properties. Detecting and mapping features requires
that said features have properties that can be measured by the chosen
technique(s) and that these properties have sufficient contrast with the
background to be identifiable. The interpretation of any identified anomalies is
inherently subjective. While the scrutiny of the results is undertaken by qualified,
experienced individuals and rigorously checked for quality and consistency, it is
often not possible to classify all anomaly sources. Where possible an anomaly
source will be identified along with the certainty of the interpretation. The only
way to improve the interpretation of results is through a process of comparing
excavated results with the geophysical reports. MS actively seek feedback on
their reports as well as reports of further work in order to constantly improve our
knowledge and service.

Discussion
The geophysical results are presented in consideration with satellite imagery
(Figure 6) and historic maps (Figure 7).
The fluxgate gradiometer survey overall has responded well to the environment
of the survey area. The superficial sand and gravel geology (see Para 4.3) has
introduced noticeable variations into the natural background in the south of the
site; this is represented by mostly subtle amorphous changes, with some stronger
isolated results. Discrete point anomalies are scattered across the site, which are
characteristic of natural superficial changes. These are only indicatively classified
for clarity of interpretation. The impact of modern activity is visible across the site
with lines of underground services, drainage, and modern boundary features.
Probable archaeological responses have been identified in the southwest of the
site. A linear feature has been detected on a NE SW alignment, with a curvilinear
response on a perpendicular alignment protruding from the south. This forms a
potential rectilinear enclosure. While these do not form a recognisable
archaeological settlement, the juxtaposition of these linear anomalies suggests a
potential relationship to the ditches noted in Para 5.2 and 5.4.
A number of agricultural anomalies have also been identified. These reflect
ploughing trends and drainage networks. Undetermined anomalies may reflect
archaeological activity however, an agricultural, modern or natural origin is also
likely.

Interpretation
General Statements

7.3.1.1. Geophysical anomalies will be discussed broadly as classification types
across the survey area. Only anomalies that are distinctive or unusual will
be discussed individually.
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7.3.1.2. Undetermined – Anomalies are classified as Undetermined when the
anomaly origin is ambiguous through the geophysical results and there is
no supporting or correlative evidence to warrant a more certain
classification. These anomalies are likely to be the result of geological,
pedological or agricultural processes, although an archaeological origin
cannot be entirely ruled out. Undetermined anomalies are generally not
ferrous in nature.

7.3.1.3. Ferrous (Discrete/Spread) – Discrete ferrous like, dipolar anomalies are
likely to be the result of modern metallic disturbance on or near the
ground surface. A ferrous spread refers to a concentrated deposition of
these discrete, dipolar anomalies. Broad dipolar ferrous responses from
modern metallic features, such as fences, gates, neighbouring buildings
and services, may mask any weaker underlying archaeological anomalies
should they be present.

Magnetic Results Specific Anomalies
7.3.2.1. Archaeology – Area 4 contains a weak linear anomaly [4a] which is

orientated on a NE SW alignment. The main body of this feature extends
from the western boundary of the survey, north east into the field c.
113m. Towards this point, the magnetic signal weakens but continues
visible as ephemeral trend for a further c. 32m. A linear anomaly [4b] joins
[4a] at an approximate 90 degree angle, c. 93m along the length of [4a].
[4b] curves slightly but extends c. 57m to the SE. This feature may extend
further towards the south, but this area is obscured by ferrous material
and a drain identified in the SE. The geophysical morphology of [4a & 4b]
indicates a ditch like feature. The presence of a Late Bronze Age/ Early
Iron Age ditch very close to the site, and other undated ditches in the west
(see Para 5.2, 5.4) suggest the potential for an archaeological origin.

7.3.2.2. Undetermined – A number of anomalies within the vicinity to the potential
archaeology have been classified as ‘Undetermined’ in origin, due to the
ambiguous geophysical responses. Those at [4c] are close to the possible
archaeological anomalies identified on the site but lack a coherent
archaeological form. The strength of the anomalies could indicate
anthropogenic enhancement; however, the proximity of [4c] to modern
housing in the west, a spread of ferrous material to the east, and a strong
ferrous response to the south has complicated the interpretation.
Therefore, a modern origin is also possible. Yet, the NE SW orientation of
most of the anomalies at [4c] parallels the linear [4a] response suggesting
a possible correlation between the two.
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7.3.2.3. Undetermined – A couple of weak, linear anomalies [4d] to the north and
abutting [4a] are more clearly visualised in the single sensor total field
data (Figure 4). The juxtaposition against [4a] suggests a potential
archaeological origin; however, the less coherent form of these responses
has resulted in a less confident ‘Undetermined’ classification.

7.3.2.4. Drainage –A large number of drainage features have been identified across the
site, particularly in Area 5. These are characterised by a series of regularly
spaced parallel anomalies; however, some individual drainage features are
evident in Area 4. Those anomalies confidently interpreted as drainage have a
very distinct magnetic signal with an alternating positive and negative response.
The drainage interpretation applied to a number of anomalies in Area 3 is more
tentative due to the magnetic response being different to other drainage
features on the site and exhibit a less clear magnetic contrast; however, a
different construction material would explain this variation. Several ambiguous
linear trends have been classified as ‘Undetermined’ and ‘Agricultural’ in Area
3 and potentially may represent further drainage features.
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8. Conclusions
A fluxgate gradiometer survey has been successfully completed across the majority of
the site. Approximately 4.4ha of the site was unsurveyable due to overgrown vegetation
and the presence of livestock and a further 3.4ha was in use as allotments. The technique
has generally responded well to the environment of the site, detecting a range of
responses from ephemeral natural trends in the south to strong modern responses
throughout the site. Several linear ditch like anomalies in the southwest of the site have
been identified as potential archaeological features.
The potential archaeology identified on the site comprises weak ditch like linear
anomalies, which join together at an approximate 90 degree angle. These responses do
not form a definite archaeological settlement pattern, but the presence of prehistoric
ditches close to the site’s boundary may suggest a prehistoric origin. Other undated
ditches are also recorded in the site’s vicinity.
The ‘Undetermined’ anomalies in the southwest may be related to the responses
classified as archaeology, as there are similar alignments been noted between the two.
However, the proximity of ferrous material and the housing close to these anomalies
suggests the potential for a modern origin as well.
Agricultural responses on the site range include ploughing trends and drainage features.
The drainage network in the north eastern half of site is characterised by a clear,
herringbone pattern. Those to the west and north west in Areas 3 and 4 are more
ambiguous in origin but exhibit a similar form of magnetic response.
Modern anomalies detected on the site are generally ferrous in nature. These include
underground service lines which transect the site, boundary features, and small ferrous
anomalies which reflect modern debris scattered on or near the ground surface. Areas
with concentrated small ferrous responses have been classified as “Ferrous (Spread)”.

9. Archiving
MS maintains an in house digital archive, which is based on Schmidt and Ernenwein
(2013). This stores the collected measurements, minimally processed data,
georeferenced and ungeoreferenced images, XY traces and a copy of the final report.
MS contributes all reports to the ADS Grey Literature Library subject to any time embargo
dictated by the client.
Whenever possible, MS has a policy of making data available to view in easy to use forms
on its website. This can benefit the client by making all of their reports available in a
single repository, while also being a useful resource for research. Should a client wish to
impose a time embargo on the availability of data, this can be achieved in discussion with
MS.

10. Copyright
Copyright and the intellectual property pertaining to all reports, figures, and datasets

produced by Magnitude Services Ltd. is retained by MS. The client is given full licence to
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use such material for their own purposes. Permission must be sought by any third party
wishing to use or reproduce any IP owned by MS.
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Figure 1: Site location showing archaeological trenches (black) in development area (red) 
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Figure 2:  Trench plan showing the constraints to trenches
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Figure 3: Extract from the map of Soham and Fordham Manors, 1656 (Cambridgeshire Archives Services, 107/P10(v)),
  showing the investigation area (red) and trenches (black)
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Figure 4: Extract from the Tithe map, 1840 (Cambridgeshire Archives Services, P142/27/2), showing the investigation
  area (red) and trenches (black)
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Tr.29

Tr.30

Figure 5: Extract from the 1:25” First Edition Ordnance Survey Map, 1885, showing the investigation area (red), trenches
  (black) and the pond in the area of Trenches 29 and 30
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Figure 6:  Map showing the proposed development area (outlined in red) and the locations of nearby HER entries
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Figure 7: Aerial photography assessment, showing the area of investigation (red) and trenches (black)
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Figure 8a: Fields 3 and 4 geophysical assessment greyscale, showing the area of investigation (red) and trenches (black)

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 2186

easteasteast



Tr.29

Tr.30

Tr.31

Tr.32

Tr.36

Tr.37

Tr.38

Tr.39

Tr.41

Tr.42 Tr.43

Tr.45

Tr.46

Tr.47

Tr.48

Tr.49

Tr.50

Tr.51

Tr.52

Tr.53

Tr.54

Tr.55

Tr.56

Tr.57

Tr.58 Tr.59

Tr.60

Tr.61

Tr.62

Tr.63

Tr.64
Tr.65

Tr.66

Tr.67

Tr.68
Tr.69

Tr.70

Tr.71

Tr.72
Tr.73

273400 273400

273600 273600

273800 273800

274000274000

55
98

00
55

98
00

56
00

00
56

00
00

56
02

00

1:2500

0                                              100 m

N

Figure 8b: Field 5 geophysical assessment greyscale, showing the area of investigation (red) and trenches (black)
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Figure 10a:  Trench plan (northern portion of Field 3, with interpretive alignments of features)
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Figure 10b:  Trench plan (southern portion of Field 3, with interpretive alignments of features)
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Figure 11a:  Trench plan (northern portion of Field 4, with interpretive alignments of features)
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Figure 11b:  Trench plan (southern portion of Field 4, with interpretive alignments of features)
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Figure 12a:  Trench plan (north-west portion of Field 5)
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Figure 12b:  Trench plan (south-west portion of Field 5)
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Figure 12c:  Trench plan (north-east portion of Field 5)
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Figure 12d: Trench plan (south-east portion of Field 5)
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Figure 13:  Figure showing the impact of the development
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Plate 2:  Ditch 407 cutting ditch 405, Trench 13, looking south
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Plate 1:  Ditch 392, Trench 13, looking north

Plate 3:  Trench 14, looking south-east
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Plate 4:  Trench 17, looking south
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Plate 5:  Ditch 12, Trench 17, looking south-east
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Plate 6:  Trench 18, looking west
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Plate 8:  Ditch 307 cutting ditch 304, Trench 34, looking south-west

Plate 7:  Ditch 6, Trench 18, looking south
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Plate 11:  Ditches 282, 288 and 412, and pits 286 and 413, Trench 36, looking
                north-east
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Plate 9:  Ditch 334 cutting pit 338, Trench 34, looking east Plate 10:  Pit 355, Trench 34, looking east

Plate 12:  Ditch 317, Trench 38, looking south
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Plate 13:  Trench 41, looking east
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Plate 15:  Ditch 351, Trench 42, looking east

Plate 14:  Test pit 360 in Pond 344, Trench 41, looking west
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Plate 16: Trench 29, looking north-west

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 2186

easteasteast




