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Land at Eldohouse Farm/off Bedingfield Way 
Bury St Edmunds - Archaeological Evaluation 

1. · Background 

In order to assess the affect that commercial development might have on 
any archaeological deposits in the area to the south of Eldohouse Farm, 
Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk which is outlined on Fig. 1 (and centred on 
TL880637) an archaeological evaluation was commissioned by Vincent and 
Garbing Planning Associates and funded by Wilcon Homes. This evaluation 
was carried out in October, 1993, by the Field Projects Division of 
Suffolk County Council's Archaeological Section to a Brief and 
Specification set by the Conservation Division within the same Department 
(see Appendix I for the respective Brief and Specification). 

The area of proposed commercial development is some 29 hectares in size 
and consists mainly of arable farmland although it should be noted that 
4.5 hectares of the area concerned is covered by Eldohouse Farm itself, 
various outbuildings and small plots of rough ground and some woodland. 
These alternative landuses covering the northern part of the development 
area. The greater part of the area in question lies in Rougham parish 
and the parish boundary with Bury St Edmunds runs close to it's western 
edge. The parish boundary running through Eldohouse Farm and farmyard. 
To the south the evaluation area is bounded by the A45 trunk road. 

Topographically the proposed development area slopes gently down from 
north-west to south-east. The total drop over some 750 metres being six 
metres. Soils in this part of Suffolk are generally made up of a very 
light, sandy loam over the underlying drift geology of glacially derived 
sands and gravels. Evaluation work in the fields to the south of 
Eldohouse Farm indicates that this area is largely made up of similar 
light and well-drained deposits. There are no natural water sources 
within, or close to the evaluation area. 

While the greater part of the evaluation area has seen a relatively 
simple landuse history in recent times with a transition from grazed 
pasture to arable land in the 1950s and 60s, some of the eastern and 
northern edges were taken up as part of the adjacent airfield in the 
Second World War. Evidence for this temporary landuse now being apparent 
as concrete rubble in the arable field to the south-east of Eldohouse 
Farm and concrete tracks and aircraft storage pads to the north of the 
farmhouse (see Fig. 2 for these areas). 

The only archaeological site recorded for the evaluation area on the 
Suffolk County Sites and Monument Record is Rougham 014(RGH014, Four 
Hills). These are noted as possible burial mounds (barrows) or Post 
Medieval sand dumps and the evidence for each of these-cases is outlined 
in Section 2.3 below. For the location of this site see Fig.2. The area 
around Eldohouse Farm in general has produced various other 
archaeological finds which are recorded on the Sites and Monuments 
Record. These finds are nearly all stray •(single) finds and while the 
majority (BRG009, BSE035, 046, 053 and RGH 018) are of prehistoric date, 
one (BSE042) is Medieval (see Fig.1 for site locations). In addition one 
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2.2

site (BRG001) has produced evidence for more complex activity and is
noted as a "tumulus" or "midden" (rubbish deposit) of late prehistoric or
Roman date (see Appendix 11 for detail of known sites in the Eldohouse
Farm area).

Map/Documentary Search

An extensive search was carried out at the Suffolk Record Office in order
to locate and examine any map/documentary sources which might contain
information relevant to the archaeological evaluation of the Eldohouse
area. This work involved the examination of the Inclosure Map (for 1813)
for Rougham parish and the Tithe Map (of 1845 for the parishes of S.S
Mary and James) for Bury st Edmunds. All of the recorded field names
proved to be common agricultural/landuse ones (Part of Dentons,
Plantations, Wood Field and Drift). One field name (Neathouse field, see
Fig.2) denotes the site of a cattle shed. It was also noted from the
Bury Tithe map that a parish boundary marker post was situated within the
evaluation area in the mid nineteenth century and a marker stone was
located a little further to the north (see Fig.2). In addition two
buildings which no longer exist were recorded to the south-west of
Eldohouse farm itself (see Fig.2).

Aerial Photograph Search

All available aerial photographs were examined in the Suffolk County
S.M.R and Planning Department. This search revealed no features of
archaeological interest although some detail of the Second World War
airfield could be discerned on some photographs.

2.3 Earthwork Survey

The whole evaluation area was examined for the presence of earthworks.
As the greater part of the area concerned is now arable land this work
was relatively straightforward and produced no results of any note. The
area on the northern edge of the evaluation area, around Eldohouse Farm
and outbuildings, has a more varied landuse as noted above. However no
earthworks were noted in the areas of rough ground and woodland in this
area. As an aside it may also be noted that none of the buildings
present appear to be of particular merit. These buildings probably date
from the early nineteenth to mid twentieth century.

The only earthwork of any significance within the evaluation area
therefore appears to be the two mounds in the south eastern corner known
as part of the "Four Hills" (RGH014, see Fig.2). The Suffolk county SMR
has been searched for details on these mounds and the appropriate
printout is included as Appendix Ill, below. In brief these mounds vary
in size between 11 and 17 metres in diameter and around one metre in
height. They are covered in rough grass and trees. While early Ordnance
Survey maps indicate that these mounds might be barrows (or burial
mounds) more recent observations suggest that they are Post Medieval
sand-dumps associated with quarrying for road aggregate. In 1957 the
most "northerly mound" (see Appendix Ill) was trenched by Edwardson and
found to have 18th century material at its base. This would have been
one of the mounds in the evaluation area. Edwardson also examined the
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Appendix I

Brief and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation

Eldohouse Farm/off Bedingfield Way

1. Background
1.1 An application E/93/1772/P has been made to develop

land at Eldohouse Farm, Bury St Edmunds. There are no
known archaeologicil sites within the area of the
application, but the land has never been subject to
systematic or even casual archaeological field survey.
The area involved [c. 18.3 ha] is sufficiently large
to make it probable that archaeological d epo s i ts 1 ie
vithin it .

. 2 In order to establ_ish the archaeological implications
of this application the planning authority has been
advised that an archaeological evaluation of the
application area should be required of the applicant.

1.3 It is understood that the evaluation will take place
when the site is under plough, arrangements for this,
the timing of the work, and access to the site, are to
be negotiated with the commissioning body.

2. Brief for archaeological evaluation.
2.1 Establish whether any archaeological si tes exist on

the application area.
2.2 Provide sufficient information to construct an

archaeological conservation strategy, dealing with
preservation, the recording of archaeological
deposits, working practices, timetables and orders of
cost.

3. Specification
3.1 Exam i ne any relevant and read ily ava i lab] e maps and

surveys (e.g. the tithe map). Record any evidence for
archaeological sites (e.g. buildings, settlements,
field names) and history of previous land uses.

3.2 Examination of the area for earthworks. If present
these are to be recorded in plan at 1:2500, with
appropriate sections. A record should be made of the
topographic setting of the site (e.g. slope.., plateau
etc) .

3.3 Transcription of archaeological features from all
available air photographs held ,by Suffolk County
Planning department, and its SMR, at a scale of
1:2500.
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3.4 Assessment of the artefact content of the topsoil by
systematic surface collection. Artefacts of all types
and periods will be collected with a recording system
allowing the location and extent of concentrations and
individual finds of particular significance to be
accurately defined. The collection strategy will be
based on a line wa Lk i nq system with transects at 20m
intervals.

3.5 Prov is ion shou Id be made for the collect ion str a tegy
to be more detai led over 5% of the area, with a 20ro

grid as the basic collection and recording area.
3.6 Assessment of the non-ferrous metal artefacts content

of the topsoil by systematic metal detector survey.
All artefacts (excluding aluminium) wi Ll be collected
within a recording system allowing the location and
extent of concentrations to be accurately defined. The
detection strategy will be based upon fieldwalking
results, allowance should be made for 10% of the total
area to be detected.

3.7 Determination of topsoil depth by shovel holes or
auger holes at 200m centres based upon the
fieldwalking grid.

4. Report requirements.
4.1 An archive of all records ana finds to be prepared

consistent with the principle of 'Management of
Archaeological Projects', English Heritage 1991
(particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 4.1).

4.2 The data recording methods and conventions used must
be consistent with, and approved by, the County Sites
and Monuments Record.

4.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence
must be clearly distinguished from its archaeological
interpretation. The conclusion should include a
statement of the archaeological potential of the site.

4.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation
and its scope (e.g. trial trenching) should be given.
A second phase will not be embarked upon until the
primary fieldwork results are assessed and the need
for further work is established. A second-phase can be
neither developed in detail or costed at thi~ stage.

4.5 An important element of the report will be a
description of the methodology,the recovery conditions
(weather and soil conditions), and an evaluation of
its effectiveness, culminating in a confidence rating
for the results.
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4.6

4.7

A copy of the evaluation report should be deposited
with the County Sites and Monuments Record.
The site archive should be deposited with the County
Sites and Monuments Record wi thin 3 months of the
completion of work. It will then become publicly
accessible. Finds should be appropriately conserved
rin accordance wi th UK Inst Conse rva tors Gu idel ines]
and efforts should be made to get the agreement of the
landowner/developer· to the deposition of the finds
with the County SMR.

3

Specification by: R D Carr

Suffolk County Planning_ Depart~ent,

Shire Hall,
Bury St Edmunds,
Suffolk IP33 2AR

Date: 15 July 1993 Reference: eldospec.doc



Appendix 11

Known sites in the Eldohouse Farm area:

Great Barton BRGOOl

Great Barton BRGOO9·

Bury st Edmunds BSE035

Bury st Edmunds BSE042

Bury St Edmunds BSE046

Bury st Edmunds BSE053

Rougham RGH014

Rougham RGH018

Tumulus or ? midden (rubbish deposit)

Copper alloy palstave (axe) blade

Flint knife

Copper alloy buckle (Medieval)

Flint axe

Flaked flint axe

Barrows or Post Medieval sand dumps

Edge polished flint axe
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Appendix IV

Surface collection finds

(bs = body sherd, hs = handle sherd)

t .

Transect 1B
2A
2B
2C
3C
4B
4C
SA
sB
SC
6B
6B
6C
6C
7B
7C
BA
BB
BC
9A
10C
10C
11A
!lB
!lC
12A
12A
l3A
13B
14A
14B
14C
16A
16B
1BA
1BB
19A
19B
20A
21A
21B
23B
24B
26A

1 flak!e
1 peg-tile fragment
2? flakes
2? flakes
3 flakes
1 bs Post Medieval coarseware
1 flake
1? flake
3? flakes
4? flakes
4 flakes
lbs Medieval coarseware
1 burnt flint
7 flakes
2? flakes
2 flakes
1? flake
3 flakes
3? flakes
3? flakes
1 flake
1hs Post Medieva glazed ware
2 flakes
2 flakes
1 flake
2 flakes
1 barbed and tanged arrowhead
I? fl·ake
lbs Post Medieval glazed ware
1? flake
1 flake
1 flake
1 flake
1? flake
2? flakes
3? flakes
1 flake
1 flake
2 flakes
1 peg-tile fragment
1bs Medieval coarseware
2 flakes
1 flake
2? flakes
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Total: 1 barbed and tanged arrowhead
39 flakes
32? flakes
2bs Medieval coarseware

IN/TLP
November 1993
ks/arch/JohnNewman/General/EvalB.stEd
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