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Summary
Through an examination of the Suffolk HER, an aerial photographic survey and a
documentary search, this DBA has set the PDA within its immediate archaeological
landscape.
Any development of the PDA could affect the settings of a Grade I Listed Building
therefore consultation will need to take place with English Heritage to demonstrate
that the proposed development will not substantially harm the setting of the church
(PPS 5 HE10). English Heritage should also be consulted due to the size and scale
of the development.
There is a very high potential for encountering Roman and medieval material in the
eastern part of the PDA. There is moderate to high potential for encountering
Bronze Age material throughout the PDA and in two areas where Bronze Age
material is already known there is a high potential for further material to be found.
There is a moderate to high potential for encountering Anglo-Saxon material in the
eastern part of the PDA.
The first stage of archaeological investigation would utilise non invasive methods of
investigation. Field-walking and metal detecting should be undertaken on all areas not
under pasture. A geophysical survey would need to be carried out on the north-eastern
side of the PDA, in the fields containing BRG 036 - BRG 039. This survey would
determine if the presence of any below ground features could be initially identified to
enable targeted evaluation trenching to take place in this area. If this survey did provide
positive results and the subsequent evaluation / excavation did identify Roman features
or building remains, it is possible that the whole of the field containing BRG 036 may
need to be subject to a geophysical survey in order to set any remains from the PDA in
an understandable context .
The second stage of archaeological investigation would involve evaluation
trenching, to identify and assess the extent, character, density and depth of any
archaeological deposits present.

Consultation with the County Council Planning Archaeologist and English Heritage
should be at the earliest possible opportunity, as archaeological investigations can
have considerable time and cost implications. This consultation will determine the
actual program of archaeological works that would need to be carried out, which
could include full-scale excavation.

1. Introduction
Project Background
This archaeological DBA has been prepared by James Rolfe of Suffolk County
Council Archaeological Service / Field Team for Berkeley Strategic Land Limited.
This DBA is the first stage of a programme of archaeological works to establish the
archaeological potential and significance of the PDA.

Site description
The subject of this DBA covers an area of approximately 171ha centred at
TL8796/6566, in the parish of Great Barton (Figs. 1).
A site visit was made on 03/06/2011, to determine the presence of any factors likely
to impact on the overall assessment of the archaeological potential of the PDA.

Topography and geology of the PDA
The PDA is located between circa 45– 60m above sea level, at the eastern end of a
shallow valley that is a small tributary of the River Lark (Fig. 2).

The PDA is on (0571o) a deep-well drained loam to clay soil over chalk till and on
(0511e) a well-drained calcareous coarse to fine loamy soil over chalk rubble
(Ordnance Survey 1983) (Fig. 2).
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Figure 1. Location map showing development area (red)
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Figure 2. Topography and geology of the PDA

Scope of this report
In order to set the PDA in its archaeological context a HER search area of 500m
from the edge of the PDA was selected for examination (Fig. 3).
In accordance with PPS 5, the Government’s guidance on planning for the historic
environment, (www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/pps5) and
a brief and specification provided by SCCAS/CT (Appendix 3), this assessment
examines the available archaeological sources. These include the Suffolk HER, all
readily available cartographic and documentary sources, an aerial photographic
survey and a site walkover.

Aims
To determine as far as reasonably practicable from the existing records, the
previous landuse, the nature of the archaeological resource and the potential
resource within the PDA.

Methods
The methodology involved interrogating the following sources of data to meet the
aims of this DBA.
•

A search of the Suffolk HER for any records within a minimum of 500m from
the edge of the PDA. A synthesis of these results is described and mapped in
the main body of the report, Section 2.

•

A search for all listed buildings within 500m of the PDA. A summary is
presented in the main report, Section 2.

•

The aerial photographic survey was commissioned and the archives held at
Suffolk County Council HER, the National Monuments Record Office at
Swindon and the Cambridge University Collection of Aerial Photographs were
examined. The results are summarised in the main report, Section 2, with the
full details presented in Appendix 1.
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•

A historical documentary search was commissioned; the results have been
summarised in Section 2, with the full report presented in Appendix 2.

•

A site walkover was conducted on the 03/06/2011, for which notes and digital
photographs were taken.

Legislative frameworks
PPS 5 (March 2010) provides guidance for planning authorities, developers and
others on planning and the historic environment. This guidance advises developers
to discuss their plans, preferably at a pre-planning stage, with the County
Archaeological Planning Officer for any possible archaeological constraints on their
development proposal. The planning guidance sets out to protect nationally and
locally important monuments and their settings (Heritage Assets). There will be a
presumption in favour of preservation in situ of important remains. In certain
circumstances field evaluation will be carried out to enable an informed decision to
be made. On sites where there is no overriding case for preservation in situu,
provision will be made for their recording and excavation prior to development.
The Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act of 1979 statutorily protects
Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAMs) and their settings as nationally important
sites. There are no SAM's within 500m of the PDA.
Listed buildings are protected under the Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas
Act of 1990. This ensures that listed buildings are given statutory protection against
unauthorised demolition, alteration and extension. Buildings are listed because they
are of special architectural importance, due to their architectural design, decoration
and craftsmanship; also because they are of historical interest. This includes
buildings that illustrate important aspects of the nation's social, economic, cultural or
military history or have a close association with nationally important persons or
events. There are two Listed Buildings within 500m of the PDA (Fig. 10).
A Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) is an area that has been notified as being
of special interest under the Wildlife and Countryside Act of 1981, due to its flora,

5

fauna or geological or geomorphological features. There are no SSSI's within 500m
of the PDA.
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2. Results
Suffolk HER search
The HER only represents the archaeological material that has been reported (Figs.
3-9), this is the ‘known’ resource. It is not therefore, a complete reflection of the
whole archaeological resource of this area because other sites may remain
undiscovered, this is considered as the ‘potential’ resource.

All known archaeological sites within the PDA
There are twenty HER entries recorded within the PDA (Figs. 3-9).
Bronze Age (BC2,350 - BC701)
BRG 009 is the find spot of the lower portion of a Bronze Age palstave blade.
BRG 034 is a scatter of Bronze Age lithic implements.
BRG 035 is a scatter of Bronze Age lithic implements.
BRG 036 is a scatter of Bronze Age lithic implements.
BRG 037 is a scatter of Bronze Age lithic implements.
BRG 039 is a scatter of 54 lithic implements, from whole field probably late Early or
Middle Bronze Age in date.
BRG 043 is a scatter of 54 lithic implements mainly Middle Bronze Age but it also
includes seven earlier patinated flints, three of which show later re-working.
Roman (AD42 - AD409)
BRG 001 represents excavations in 1957 of a supposed burial mound. These
excavations revealed that it was in fact a Roman midden that contained 1st century
pottery sherds, lava quern fragments and cattle bones.
7

BRG 021 is the find spot of a bracelet, complete but in two parts, found by workman
at a depth of four foot in a hard, sandy, stoney layer while trenching.
BRG 036 is an extensive high status Roman site identified by field-walking and
metal detecting, mainly in the northern part of the field but also extending into its
southern part.
BRG 039 is an extensive high status Roman site identified by field-walking and
metal detecting, mainly in the southern part of the field but also extending into its
middle part.
BRG 028 is the find spot of a cast copper alloy eagle figurine, found metaldetecting.
Anglo-Saxon (AD410 - AD1065)
BRG 036 represents field-walking that has identified Thetford ware pottery sherds.
BRG 039 is the find spot of an ansate brooch that was located by metal detecting.
BRG 045 is the find spot of two Early Carolingian mounts that were located by metal
detecting.
Medieval (AD1066 - AD1539)
BRG 001 is 'Catteshill', alleged to have been used for the medieval judicial court of
the franchise of Bury St Edmunds (mainly for assizes) after Thinghowe, the former
site, had been purchased by the Abbey. It was a joint court for all eight and a half
hundreds, known as the Great Court. The King's Court is first mentioned in a charter
of Henry I of 1102 or 1103. The first recorded meeting at Catteshill is in 1187.
BRG 025 is 'Catshill Green' named and depicted as a narrow northern extension of
'Blowthorp Heath' and bounded by buildings, on Hodskinson's map of 1783.
BRG 039 is a scatter of medieval artefacts including coins and a token found by
metal detecting.
8

Post-medieval (AD1539 - AD1900)
BRG 031 is a cropmark of a road/trackway between Bury St Edmunds and Great
Barton.
Undated
BRG 029 is a series of linear cropmarks that possibly represent field boundaries or
trackways.

All known archaeological sites within 500m of the PDA
There are seventeen HER entries recorded within 500m of the PDA (Figs. 3-9).
Later Prehistoric (BC4,000 - AD42)
BRG 022 is 150m to the north of the PDA. It is a cropmark of a ring ditch that
probably represents the remains of a Bronze Age burial mound.
BRG 023 is 100m to the north of the PDA. It is a cropmark of a ring ditch that
probably represents the remains of a Bronze Age burial mound.
BRG 027 is 70m to the south of the PDA. Here an archaeological excavation
identified three prehistoric ditches and some sherds of Neolithic Grooved ware
pottery.
BRG 040 is 400m to the east of the PDA. A thin scatter of Bronze Age lithic
implements was found from across the whole field.
BRG 041 is 300m to the north-east of the PDA. A scatter of 113 Bronze Age lithic
implements were collected from this field.
BRG 042 is adjacent to the north-west corner of the PDA. Here a scatter of mainly
Bronze Age lithic implements was collected from the field surface.

9

RGH 039 is 200m to the south of the PDA. Excavations identified prehistoric pits
containing a small amount of pottery and lithic implements.
Roman (AD42 - AD409)
BRG Misc is 450m to the west of the PDA. Metal detecting here has located six
Roman coins.
Anglo-Saxon (AD410 - AD1065)
BGR 027 is 100m to the south of the PDA. Excavations identified an Anglo-Saxon
inhumation.
Medieval (AD1066 - AD1539)
BRG 014 is 300m to the east of the PDA. The Church of Holy Innocents is an
isolated church, with a late 13th century chancel and font, an early 14th century east
window on the south aisle and arcade, with a perpendicular new tower erected circa
1450, and much other perpendicular works. A church at Great Barton is listed in the
Domesday Book.
BRG 026 is 50m to the south of the PDA. Excavations here identified three
medieval ditches.
BRG 027 is 50m to the south of the PDA. Excavations here identified ditches, which
form field boundaries / enclosures and an area of industrial or occupation activity
consisting of two ovens / kilns surrounded by rubbish pits and limited evidence of a
post-built structure.
Post-medieval - modern (AD1540 - present
BRG 032 is 100m to the south of the PDA. Excavations identified the boundary ditch
between Catteshill Green and Blowthorpe Heath.

10

BRG 046 is 300m to the north of the PDA. 'Great Barton Lodge', is a Grade II listed
hunting lodge that is marked on the 1880's Ordnance Survey map, but not on
Hodskinson's map of 1783 and may be associated with a deer park that was first
recorded in 1535.
RGH 046 is 250m to the south of the PDA. It was a World War I airfield used by the
Royal Flying Corp as a night landing site. The World War II aerodrome was built in
1941-2 by Richard Costain Ltd. The technical site was located next to the A45,
whilst the living quarters which could accommodate 3000 people in nissen huts and
other temporary type buildings were located in woodland around Rougham.
Undated
BRG 019 is 490m to the north of the PDA. It is the cropmark of a square enclosure.
BRG 030 is 80m to the south of the PDA. It is a cropmark of an irregular 'kidneyshaped' enclosure, with an additional smaller loop to south.

11
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Figure 3. All HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 4. Prehistoric HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 5. Roman HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 6. Anglo-Saxon HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 7. Medieval HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 8. Post-medieval HER entries within 500m of the PDA
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Figure 9. Undated HER entries within 500m of the PDA

Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and Sites of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI)
Listed Buildings
A search was carried out on the Suffolk HER and on the listed building web site
http://Ibonline.english-heritage.org.uk. There are two Listed Buildings within 500m of
the PDA. One is Grade I and the other is Grade II (Fig. 10). Depending upon the
proposed development, the settings of both the Listed Buildings could be affected
by this development (Fig. 10).
1.

300m to the east of the PDA is the Grade I, Church of Holy Innocents, an
isolated church, with a late 13th century chancel and font, an early 14th
century east window on the south aisle and arcade, with a perpendicular
new tower erected circa 1450, much other perpendicular works.

2.

300m to the north of the PDA is the Grade II, Great Barton Lodge, a 16th17th century house with later alterations, it has a long main range, with
various extensions behind, timber framed, rendered with colour-washed
brick at rear a plaintiled roof; white brick copings to gables.

Conservation Areas
There are no Conservation Area's within the 500m search.
SSSI
There are no SSSI's within 500m of the PDA.
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Figure 10. Listed Buildings within 500m of the PDA

Aerial photographic survey summary
An aerial photographic survey was commissioned and carried out by Air Photo Services
of Wiltshire and the full report is located in Appendix 1.
This assessment of aerial photographs was commissioned to examine an area of some
171 hectares (centred TL8796/6566) in order to identify and accurately map
archaeological, recent and natural features (Fig 11). The PDA contains evidence for a
former extraction pit and a probable associated access way (AP 6). It was also farmed
in the medieval period and some areas show remains of ridges, furrows (AP 1) and
headlands (AP 3 & AP 4) which characterise medieval ploughing techniques. An
enclosure which may pre-date the former modern boundaries is visible outside of the
PDA to the north (AP 2). A World War II military airfield was situated to the south of the
PDA, and the former positions of aircraft dispersals and accesses are recorded (AP 7).
None of these were visible within the PDA on aerial photographs taken in the 1940s.
There are no definite indications of the presence of any pre-medieval enclosures or
settlement features within the PDA, but their absence cannot be guaranteed from the
available aerial photographic sources.
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Figure 11. Aerial photographic results

Documentary study summary
The documentary study is reproduced in full in Appendix 2.
Introduction
The research for this report has been carried out at the Suffolk Record Offices in
Bury St Edmunds and Ipswich. The lands forming this assessment area are entirely
within the civil and ecclesiastical parish of Great Barton. In advance of this research
the Suffolk Archaeological Service have supplied copies of the first three editions of
the 1:2500 Ordnance Survey maps dated 1885 (Fig. 13), 1904 and 1926. The
earliest of these maps shows the post-enclosure landscape of the parish. The open
fields together with large areas of heath, common land and waste were enclosed by
Act of Parliament in 1805. The apportionment of the parochial tithes was also settled
at the time of the enclosure and there is no separate tithe map or apportionment for
this parish. For the period between 1805 and 1885 there is only an estate map of
1806 that shows the entire assessment area, however plans deposited at Quarter
Sessions, the administrative body for the county before the establishment of the
West Suffolk County Council in 1888, do depict smaller areas of the parish. Some of
these plans are of significance to this assessment. The southern boundary of this
area is formed by the railway line from Bury to Ipswich opened in 1846. The original
deposited plans for all of Suffolk’s railway lines are held at the Suffolk Record Office
in Ipswich.
The pre-enclosure landscape is shown on Joseph Hodskinson’s 1783 ‘Map of
Suffolk’ (Fig. 12). On this map a large area to the east and northeast of Bury St
Edmunds is shown as a heath, named on this map as ‘Blowthorp Heath’, but on
other maps such as Thomas Warren’s 1791 plan of the Borough of Bury St
Edmunds as Appledown or Appleton (Breen 1999). A small northern extension of
the heath is labelled on Hodskinson’s map as ‘Catshall Green’. This is area of some
considerable significance.
Most of the lands in the parish were the property of the Bunbury family, the owners
of Barton Hall and the lords of the manor of Great Barton. The manor was formerly
part of the possessions of the abbey of Bury St Edmunds and following the
23

dissolution of the abbey in 1539 it passed to the crown. The administration of the
former abbey’s estates fell to the court and later office of Augmentation, a
department of the Exchequer. In 1554 the manor was granted out to Thomas
Audley. The Audley family held the manor and estates until they were sold to
Thomas Folkes in 1704. His daughter Elizabeth married Sir Thomas Hanmer and he
devised the manor to his nephew Sir William Bunbury in 1746 (Copinger). The
estate remained with the Bunbury family until 1915, however the hall was destroyed
in a fire in 1910.
Copinger mentions ‘an old map of the time of James I’. This map is dated 1625 and
was damaged in the fire of 1910. It was later acquired by the Moyses Museum, Bury
St Edmunds and has now been deposited together with the 1806 estate map at the
record office in Bury St Edmunds (ref. 586/20 & 21). A third map dated to the
eighteenth century also originally acquired by the museum and labelled as an
‘Estate mainly in Great Barton’ shows ‘Barton Field’ in the neighbouring parish of
Fornham St Martin, not the land in Great Barton (ref. 586/22). There is another
seventeenth century map of Great Barton (ref. 2146/1) in a miscellaneous collection.
This undated map was used as a plan of the estate and was annotated to link the
map to various surveys of the manor and estate. This map too shows signs of the
damage caused by the fire of 1910.
As the landscape of this parish was altered in the early nineteenth century and the
earlier maps damaged by fire, it is difficult to find fixed points that can be used to
give geographic settings to the surviving features. Despite the difficulties there are
some features that can be found on the earlier maps through to the Ordnance
Survey maps. Amongst the features that have survived the most obvious are the
parish church of Holy Innocent’s and the main road, now the A143. There are other
points in the landscape that have also survived such as the site of ‘Cattishall’, a
name that can be found in records from the thirteenth century onwards and less
obvious, a field between the junction of the A143 with The Avenue leading to the
village area of Great Barton numbered 424 on the Ordnance Survey maps but
known as ‘Long Spong’ on earlier maps.

24

Conclusion
Apart from the area at Cattishall the remaining lands forming the PDA were open
fields and heath enclosed at the start of the nineteenth century. Though the early
maps of the area are damaged and difficult to use the accompanying surveys do not
suggest any other area of occupation other than that at Cattishall.
In the surveys it appears that there was more than one house at Cattishall. The
Shepards House combined with ‘Schepecoote’ and ‘Shipcot’ given in the Guildhall
surveys suggests that the heath land was used for grazing flocks with the shepherd
or shepherds living at Cattishall. There were two other tenements, one of which
adjoined ‘Shire Hall yard’, however the Tyburn Barn mentioned in 1741 and in 1915
appears to be a misreading of the 1612 survey and should be Tile Barn.
Though sparsely populated by the late medieval period Cattishall appears to be of
some significance at an earlier date and had been the meeting place of the Justices
until they were removed to Henhow in 1305.
As the PDA was mainly open fields and heath, there is little scope for further
documentary research. This is despite the fact that records relating to the manor
held at the Record Office in Bury St Edmunds begin as early as 1276.

25

Figure 12. Extract from Hodskinson's map of 1787
(no scale)
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Figure 13. Ordnance Survey map of 1885
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3. Assessment of impacts and effects
The archaeological potential of the PDA
An examination of all the available evidence indicates that there is one area of very
high archaeological potential and two areas of high archaeological potential whilst
the rest of the PDA has a moderate to high archaeological potential (Fig. 14).
The topographic location of the PDA is at the head of a small valley that is a minor
tributary of the River Lark and the Lark valley is of high archaeological importance.
The examination of the HER data suggests that there is a very high potential for
encountering Roman material in the eastern part of the PDA, in the area around
BRG 021, BRG 036, BRG 039 (Figs. 5 and 14). The artefacts recovered from this
area suggest that there is some type of high status Roman site located here. In the
southern part of this area, documentary evidence suggests that Cattishall Green
(BRG 001 and BRG 025, Figs. 7 and 14) is the location of the Royal Judicial Great
Court and a possible execution site, with its first recorded meeting taking place at
Catteshill in 1187, but could have pre-medieval origins. Therefore the potential for
encountering medieval material in this area is very high.
The HER data suggests that there is a high potential for encountering Bronze Age
material at two locations within the PDA. The first area is on the eastern side of the
PDA where a concentration of lithic scatters have been found at BRG 034, 035, 036,
039, 043. The second area is on the north-western side of the PDA close to the
probable Bronze Age burial mounds BRG 022 & BRG 023 and the lithic scatter at
BRG 037 (Figs. 4 and 14).
There is a moderate to high potential for encountering Bronze Age material
throughout the rest of the PDA, due to its favourable topographic location, the
remains of two probable Bronze Age burial mounds just to the north of the PDA and
the many scatters of Bronze Age lithic implements within the search area (Figs. 4
and 14).
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There is a moderate to high potential for encountering Anglo-Saxon material in the
north-eastern part of the PDA in the area of BRG 036, BRG 039 and BRG 045 (Fig.
6) where metal detecting has identified various Anglo-Saxon artefacts.

Regional research framework
The potential archaeological information resulting from this project may offer the
opportunity to address research priorities (Brown and Glazebrook 2000) that relate
to Bronze Age and Roman settlement in Suffolk and the examination of a rural
Royal Judicial court site.

Potential of preserved archaeological remains within the PDA
The potential for the survival of preserved remains within the PDA falls into two
areas. In the first area, that is at present under pasture and has been since before
the advent of more damaging modern agricultural practices, the potential for
preserved archaeological remains to survive is very high. In the second area, which
is at present under arable cultivation, the potential for archaeological remains to
survive is moderate to high.

Assessment of the impact of the development on the potential
archaeological resource
Depending on the proposed development, the construction of building footings,
roads, service trenches, storm drains and terracing / earth moving would have a
severe impact upon the known and potential archaeological resource. Serious
damage and potentially total destruction could occur, therefore any development of
the PDA that disturbs the ground surface will need an agreed program of
archaeological investigations.
Any development of the PDA could affect the settings of two listed buildings. One of
the Listed Buildings is Grade I therefore consultation will need to take place with
English Heritage to demonstrate that the proposed development will not
substantially harm the setting of the church (PPS 5 HE10). English Heritage should
also be consulted due to the size and scale of the development.

28
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Figure 14. Archaeological potential of the PDA
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4. Archaeological investigation
Consultation with the County Council Planning Archaeologist and English Heritage
should be at the earliest possible opportunity, as archaeological investigations can
have considerable time and cost implications. This consultation will determine the
program of archaeological works that will need to be carried out (PPS 5 HE6 and
HE7).
At present there are currently no grounds to consider refusal of permission in order
to achieve preservation in situ of any designated assets i.e. Scheduled Ancient
Monuments, within the PDA. However, due to the PDA not having been subject to a
systematic archaeological investigation the actual nature of any archaeological
deposits present within the PDA is unknown. Archaeological investigations would
therefore be required to assess the importance of any archaeological deposits
present within the PDA. The results of these investigations could lead to grounds to
consider the refusal of permission in order to achieve preservation in situ of
important archaeological deposits.
The first stage of archaeological investigation would utilise non invasive methods of
investigation. Field-walking and metal detecting should be undertaken on all areas not
under pasture. A geophysical survey would need to be carried out on the north-eastern
side of the PDA, in the fields containing BRG 036 - BRG 039. This survey would
determine if the presence of any below ground features could be initially identified to
enable targeted evaluation trenching to take place in this area. If this survey did provide
positive results and the subsequent evaluation / excavation did identify Roman
features or building remains, it is possible that the whole of the field containing BRG
036 may need to be subject to a geophysical survey in order to set any remains
from the PDA in an understandable context (PPS 5 HE 12.3 'Where the loss of the
whole or a material part of a heritage asset’s significance is justified, local planning
authorities should require the developer to record and advance understanding of the
significance of the heritage asset before it is lost, using planning conditions or
obligations as appropriate. The extent of the requirement should be proportionate to
the nature and level of the asset’s significance').
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Initial general archaeological investigation for the rest of the PDA would involve
evaluation trenching, to identify and assess the extent, character, density and depth
of any archaeological deposits present
The results of an evaluation can then be used to inform the decisions of the Council
Planning Archaeologist to determine the need and scope for the next stage of
archaeological investigations which could include full-scale excavation.
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5. Conclusions / Recommendations
Through an examination of the Suffolk HER, an aerial photographic survey and a
documentary search, this DBA has set the PDA within its immediate archaeological
landscape.
Any development of the PDA could affect the settings of a Grade I Listed Building
therefore consultation will need to take place with English Heritage to demonstrate that
the proposed development will not substantially harm the setting of the church (PPS 5
HE10).
There is a very high potential for encountering Roman and medieval material in the
eastern part of the PDA. There is moderate to high potential for encountering Bronze
Age material throughout the PDA and in two areas where Bronze Age material is
already known there is a high potential for further material to be found. There is a
moderate to high potential for encountering Anglo-Saxon material in the eastern part of
the PDA.
The first stage of archaeological investigation would utilise non invasive methods of
investigation. Field-walking and metal detecting should be undertaken on all areas not
under pasture. A geophysical survey would need to be carried out on the north-eastern
side of the PDA, in the fields containing BRG 036 - BRG 039. This survey would
determine if the presence of any below ground features could be initially identified to
enable targeted evaluation trenching to take place in this area. If this survey did provide
positive results and the subsequent evaluation / excavation did identify Roman features
or building remains, it is possible that the whole of the field containing BRG 036 may
need to be subject to a geophysical survey in order to set any remains from the PDA in
an understandable context.
The second stage of archaeological investigation would involve evaluation trenching, to
identify and assess the extent, character, density and depth of any archaeological
deposits present.
Consultation with the County Council Planning Archaeologist and English Heritage
should be at the earliest possible opportunity, as archaeological investigations can have
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considerable time and cost implications. This consultation will determine the actual
program of archaeological works that would need to be carried out, which could include
full-scale excavation.
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Disclaimer
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are
those of the Field Projects Team alone. Ultimately the need for further work will be
determined by the Local Planning Authority and its Archaeological Advisors when a
planning application is registered. Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting
services cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to the clients should the
Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report.
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1

SUMMARY
S1

This interpretation of aerial photographs was prepared by Chris Cox BA MA MIfA at Air
Photo Services Ltd on behalf of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Field
Team in May 2011. The work was commissioned to support the assessment of the
potential impact on the cultural heritage assets within the proposed boundary and
adjacent to The Site.

S2

The Site is centred at National Grid Reference (NGR) TL 879 656 and is located to the
northeast of Bury St Edmunds in Suffolk, UK. It comprises c. 171 hectares (ha) of
predominately agricultural land

S3

The study area lies on deep loamy to clay substrates over chalky till. The area is used for
arable and pastoral agriculture and may show marks in crops in times of drought over
buried features. It lies within an area of high archaeological potential but has been subject
to little systematic investigation of that potential.

S4

The object of this aerial photographic interpretation was to provide information on the
location and nature of any archaeological features or areas of archaeological potential
visible on existing aerial photographs within The Site and its immediate environs.

S5

Aerial photographs taken between 1941 and 1998 were examined in the library of the
English Heritage National Monuments Record (EH NMR), which included oblique
photographs taken by Essex County Council. Aerial images were consulted online at
Google Earth (www.earth.google.co.uk), which were listed at dates between 1945 and
2011).

S6

Seven individual areas of archaeological interest were identified from aerial photographs.
Within the Site, these comprise a former extraction pit and likely associated track or
access way, former boundaries and areas of eroded ridge and furrow and headlands to
former medieval field systems. A buried ditched enclosure is visible to the north and
outside of The Site, and a former World War 2 (WW2) airfield was situated outside and to
the south of the Site.

S7

Natural anomalies in the subsoil, which are common over chalky substrates, show as
marks in the crops in the centre of The Site. These features are distinct from
archaeological features which also cause marks in crops.

S8

It is likely that there may be further buried features within this Site which do not show as
marks in crops and this should be considered when planning any further investigations as
appropriate to the requirements of the project.
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1

INTRODUCTION

1.1

This interpretation of aerial photographs was prepared by Chris Cox at Air Photo Services
Ltd on behalf of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Field Team in May 2011.

1.2

The work was commissioned to support the assessment of the potential impact on cultural
heritage assets within the boundary of a proposed Strategic Growth Area, which is being
undertaken in accordance with the requirements of policies HE 6.1 – 6.3 and HE7.1 of
Planning Policy Statement (PPS) 5.

1.3

The object of this aerial photographic interpretation was to provide information on the
location and nature of any archaeological features or areas of archaeological potential
visible on existing aerial photographs within the study area and its environs.

1.4

This has been undertaken in accordance with the requirements of the Brief and
Specification for Desk Based Assessment, section 3.4, which was issued bySuffolk County
Council Archaeological Service on 20th April 2011.

1.5

It is important to note that aerial photographs usually only show part of the horizontal and
vertical extent of buried features. Their capacity to reveal features as vegetation marks, soil
marks or upstanding features depends upon a number of environmental and agricultural
factors prevalent at the time of photographic survey. The appearance of marks in crops
over buried features is also governed by a complex interaction of land use, soil type,
weather and other factors (Riley 1980, Wilson 1982 and 2000).

1.6

Air Photo Interpretation (API) data in this case acts as a starting point for ground-based
investigations, which may reveal further details of the date and nature of the deposits which
are initially identified from the air.

Bury St Edmunds, Interpretation of Aerial Photographs for Archaeology
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2

THE STUDY AREA
Location and topography

2.1

The Site is centred at National Grid Reference (NGR) TL 871 651. It is located to the
northeast of Bury St Edmunds on either side of the A413, at a height of between 45 and
60m Above Ordnance Datum (AOD).

2.2

Plan 1 shows the location of The Site, its immediate environs, and the archaeological
features which were recorded from aerial photographs during this assessment.

Geology and Soils
2.3

The study area lies on chalky drift and till which gives rise to calcareous and clayey, loamy
soils of the Swaffham Prior and Melford soil associations (Soil Survey of England and
Wales 1983). These soils are well drained and suitable for either arable or pastoral
agriculture.

2.4

This assessment aimed to identify and clarify the nature and extent of the features which
are visible on aerial photographs within The Site, and provide mapping and commentary to
clarify their nature and exact location.
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3

ARCHAEOLOGY FROM AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS
The Role of Aerial Photographic Interpretation

3.1

Air photo interpretation provides an overview of landscape history and changes in land use.
It provides informed guidance for subsequent desk and ground-based investigations and
complements cartographic and documentary research.

3.2

Some information gained from aerial photographs cannot easily be detected by other
means. Aerial photographs provide a chronologically documented and seasonal overview
of a landscape and sites and features within it. The interpretation of contemporary and
archival aerial photographs is thus an important component of multi-disciplinary
archaeological investigation.

3.3

Interpretation of aerial photographs allows the accurate mapping of archaeological sites or
natural features recorded as crop, grass or vegetation marks (caused by the differential
growth of plants over buried features); soil marks (caused by differences in soil colour over
ploughed buried features) and shadows cast by upstanding earthworks and features seen
in relief.

Limitations of the Data
3.4

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. It is thus advantageous to examine a range of
photos taken under a variety of environmental conditions in order to build up a
comprehensive interpretation of the archaeological landscape. The visibility of
archaeological features may differ from year to year, and be obscured by differential depths
of soil or differing types of vegetation. Individual photographs often record only a small
percentage of the actual extent of buried or upstanding features.

Bury St Edmunds, Interpretation of Aerial Photographs for Archaeology
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4

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS: Types and Sources
Types

4.1

Two types of aerial photograph are used for archaeological interpretation. Vertical aerial
photographs are taken for general-purpose survey using a camera mounted inside a
modified aircraft. The aircraft is flown on a pre-planned set of overlapping flight-lines which
cover the survey area completely. The camera points straight towards the ground. The
vertical viewpoint provides aerial photographic coverage from a fixed scale and constant
180° angles at the centre of each frame. The overlap between the areas covered by each
consecutive frame is usually 60%. This overlap between frames enables the photo
interpreter to study each pair of vertical photos under a stereoscope.

4.2

The stereoscope combines the two images to allow the interpreter to see one threedimensional image of the ground surface. Vertical aerial photographs carry inherent
distortions introduced by variations in perspective and ground height, but are essentially
‘map-like’ in appearance. They are generally taken for non-archaeological, civil and military
purposes and form the basic data from which most modern maps are compiled. Vertical
aerial photographs are a very useful source of archaeological data, particularly in areas
where features survive as earthworks.

4.3

Digital images are displayed as high quality mosaics on the internet, and are accessed
predominately at Google Earth, where all timelines were examined in detail for this
assessment.

4.4

Oblique aerial photographs are taken using a hand held camera by an aerial archaeologist
to portray features which have been identified during specialist survey. These photos are
extremely useful, but contain inherent perspective distortions, which must be accounted for
in rectification and mapping procedures. In this case, both vertical aerial photographs, and
specialist obliques were available for interpretation.

Sources of Data
English Heritage National Monuments Record (EH NMR)
4.5

National Monuments Record (NMR) Centre, English Heritage, Swindon, Coversearch
number 60978. Vertical and oblique photographs dating from 1941 to 1998.

4.6

Cambridge University Collection of Aerial Photographs
This collection is not currently available for public consultation.

4.7

Online sources

4.8

The ortho-rectified mosaics of vertical aerial photographs at Google Earth and Bing
(formerly Multimap) were consulted online for this assessment in May 2011.
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5

INTERPRETATION AND MAPPING METHODOLOGY

5.1

The photographs were closely examined, under 1.5x and 4x magnification and interpreted
with the aid of a mirror stereoscope where appropriate, or in detail on screen when
consulted as digital files.

5.2

Photographs which were selected for mapping were ortho-rectified using AirPhoto 3.46
software to a 1:2500 scale OS digital map base. The resulting rectified files were then
imported to AutoCad as geo-tiff files and the accurate positions of all visible features were
mapped as a separate digital layer.

5.3

All control point mismatch values between the map and the photographs fell below 2.0 m,
which lies within the stated accuracy of OS mapping at 1:2500 scale. Surrounding building,
boundary and control point data were also checked against the maps to ensure positional
accuracy.

5.4

Printed maps are presently scaled to fit the appropriate paper size for illustration. They are
also provided digitally for accurate scaling as required by the client, for import to a
Geographic Information System (GIS) in Drawing Exchange Format release 12 (DXF 12).
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6

RESULTS

6.1

Plan 1 shows the features which were identified from aerial photographs.

6.2

The northern area of the site contains traces of visible but heavily eroded ridge and furrow
(AP 1) which indicates that the area was ploughed in the Medieval period. These residual
medieval fields are visible as either marks in soil, crops or grass on oblique aerial
photograph TL 8766/3 which was taken in March 1998, and various vertical photographs.
They are fully ploughed out in the westernmost part of the area centred on NGR TL
873657.

6.3

Site AP 2 is a buried ditched sub rectangular enclosure which is visible on oblique aerial
photographs TL8766/1&2. to the north of the Site boundary These photos were taken in
1996, when small fields were still enclosed in this area which lies outside The Site
boundary to its north. The boundaries have since been removed and are still visible as
marks in the crops over their former positions. This enclosure may have been part of the
former modern field system, as it is approximately the same shape and size, but is of
uncertain origin.

6.4

Further areas of residual ridge and furrow and two possible eroded headlands are visible
on vertical aerial photographs RAF 543 2409 291&292 at AP 3 & AP 4.

6.5

A linear feature at AP5 shows as a mark in soil on later vertical aerial photographs, but
examination of photographs taken in the 1940s (106G/UK1707 4020 & 4021indicates that
this was a former hedged boundary which was still extant in 1946.

6.6

All the vertical photographs examined for this assessment show a disturbed area in the soil
and as marks in crops at AP6 in the southwest corner of the Site. This was best observed
on photographs at Google Earth 2007 and 2011. These images show a definite double
ditched track running around and to the north of this feature, as marks in crops. Some
traces of the same feature are likely to be located to the east. The disturbed area also
contains two in filled cut sub circular features.

6.7

In the 1940s, part of this area was occupied by a small circular wood which is no longer
extant. Pits and smaller cut features are visible in the area as crop marks on photo number
106G/UK 1557 6176.

6.8

Initial examination indicated. the presence of a possible pre modern settlement and track
way, which had been heavily eroded. However, the first edition OS map, which was
surveyed between 1887 and 1892 and published at 1:10560 and 2500 scales indicates the
presence of an extraction pit at this location. I would therefore conclude that the features
are likely to be associated with this former pit and have been access ways to and from this
extraction area. A linear feature to the immediate north of this former track is a former
boundary which is depicted on the first edition OS map.

6.9

All aerial photographs taken in the 1940s show the presence and extent of a World War 2
(WW2) airfield. The positions of the dispersals and access ways have been mapped for this
assessment at AP 7. They all lay outside and to the south of the site and their former
positions are partially overbuilt by the eastern extent of Bury St Edmunds. .
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7 CONCLUSION
7.1

The Site contains evidence for a former extraction pit and a probable associated access
way.

7.2

It was also farmed in the medieval period and some areas show remains of eroded ridges,
furrows and headlands which characterise medieval ploughing techniques. These show on
aerial photographs taken up to 1998 as residual features.

7.3

There are no definite indications of the presence of any pre medieval enclosures or
settlement features within The Site, but their absence cannot be guaranteed from the
available aerial photographic sources.

7.4

An enclosure which may pre date the former modern boundaries is visible outside of the
site to the north.

7.5

A WW2 military airfield was situated to the south of the site, and the former positions of
aircraft dispersals and accesses are recorded. None of these were visible within the site on
aerial photographs taken in the 1940s.
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Appendix 1
Aerial Photographs Consulted at English Heritage National Monuments Record (EH NMR)
Sortie number

Library
number

Camera
position

Frame
number

Held

Centre
point

Run

Date

Sortie
quality

Scale
1:

Focal
length

Film details (in inches)

Film
held by

Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5

MOD

(in
inches)

RAF/106G/UK/1557

386

RV

6176

P

RAF/106G/UK/1557

386

RV

6177

P

RAF/106G/UK/1557

386

RV

6178

P

RAF/106G/UK/1707

459

RS

4020

P

RAF/106G/UK/1707

459

RS

4021

P

RAF/58/189

976

V

5085

P

RAF/58/189

976

V

5086

P

RAF/58/189

976

V

5087

P

RAF/58/189

976

V

5088

P

RAF/58/189

976

V

5089

P

RAF/58/1780

1650

F22

5

P

RAF/58/1780

1650

F22

6

P

TL 875
654
TL 878
657
TL 880
659
TL 878
647
TL 872
649
TL 873
654
TL 876
654
TL 879
655
TL 882
655
TL 885
656
TL 884
652
TL 878
652

31
31
31
18
18
5
5
5
5
5
6
6

07 JUN
1946
07 JUN
1946
07 JUN
1946
29 AUG
1946
29 AUG
1946
18 FEB
1949
18 FEB
1949
18 FEB
1949
18 FEB
1949
18 FEB
1949
06 JUN
1955
06 JUN
1955

AC

9800

36

AC

9800

36

AC

9800

36

AC

9250

20

AC

9250

20

A

5000

14

A

5000

14

A

5000

14

A

5000

14

A

5000

14

AB

10000

20

AB

10000

20

11
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MOD
MOD
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
NMR
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RAF/543/2409

2180

2F21

291

P

RAF/543/2409

2180

2F21

292

P

RAF/58/5988

2182

F22

8

P

RAF/58/5988

2182

F22

9

P

RAF/543/T/899

2660

F21

39

P

RAF/82/1077

3940

F21

3

P

RAF/82/1077

3940

F21

4

P

RAF/2H/BR166

6293

VD

4

P

RAF/2H/BR166

6293

VD

5

P

RAF/2H/BR166

6293

VD

6

P

US/7PH/GP/LOC125

6834

V

5022

P

US/7PH/GP/LOC125

6834

V

5023

P

MAL/73013

7078

V

13

P

MAL/73013

7078

V

14

P

OS/70171

10581

V

184

P

OS/70171

10581

V

185

P

TL 879
663
TL 879
655
TL 875
658
TL 875
652
TL 873
653
TL 882
653
TL 875
652
TL 885
656
TL 879
656
TL 873
656
TL 886
634
TL 895
638
TL 887
663
TL 874
663
TL 886
654
TL 880
654

30
30
5
5
29
1
1
3
3
3
15
15
2
2
3
3

16 SEP
1963
16 SEP
1963
21 OCT
1963
21 OCT
1963
05 MAY
1960
11 FEB
1955
11 FEB
1955
24 DEC
1941
24 DEC
1941
24 DEC
1941
29 DEC
1943
29 DEC
1943
29 MAR
1973
29 MAR
1973
03 JUN
1970
03 JUN
1970

AB

10000

20

NMR

5

Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 8.25 x
7.5
Black and White 5 x 5

AB

10000

20

AB

10080

20

AB

10080

20

AC

10002

20

A

10000

20

A

10000

20

A

12500

A

12500

5

Black and White 5 x 5

FDM

A

12500

5

Black and White 5 x 5

FDM

AC

15000

24

Black and White 18 x 9

FDM

AC

15000

24

Black and White 18 x 9

FDM

A

15000

6

Black and White 9 x 9

FNH

A

15000

6

Black and White 9 x 9

FNH

A

7000

12

Black and White 9 x 9

NMR

A

7000

12

Black and White 9 x 9

NMR

12
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NMR
NMR
NMR
MOD
NMR
NMR
FDM
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OS/70171

10581

V

186

P

OS/84236

12663

V

6790

P

OS/84236

12663

V

6791

P

OS/84236

12663

V

6814

P

OS/84236

12663

V

6815

P

OS/88222

13332

V

55

P

OS/88222

13332

V

56

P

OS/88224

13334

V

261

P

OS/88224

13334

V

262

P

OS/88224

13334

V

263

P

OS/88224

13334

V

264

P

OS/88224

13334

V

293

P

OS/88224

13334

V

294

P

OS/97267

22351

V

19

N

OS/97267

22351

V

20

N

OS/97267

22351

V

46

N

TL 874
654
TL 877
662
TL 882
661
TL 877
653
TL 882
653
TL 883
657
TL 876
657
TL 885
651
TL 881
651
TL 877
651
TL 873
651
TL 875
660
TL 879
660
TL 875
648
TL 880
648
TL 875
657

3
5
5
6
6
3
3
5
5
5
5
6
6
2
2
4

03 JUN
1970
14 OCT
1984
14 OCT
1984
14 OCT
1984
14 OCT
1984
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
07 AUG
1988
06 OCT
1997
06 OCT
1997
06 OCT
1997

A

7000

12

Black and White 9 x 9
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Appendix 2.
Documentary Study by A.M Breen
Introduction
The research for this report has been carried out at the Suffolk Record Offices in Bury
St Edmunds and Ipswich.
The lands forming this assessment area are entirely within the civil and ecclesiastical
parish of Great Barton. In advance of this research the Suffolk Archaeological Service
have supplied copies of the first three editions of the 1:2500 Ordnance Survey maps
dated 1885, 1904 and 1926. The earliest of these maps shows the post enclosure
landscape of the parish. The open fields together with large areas of heath, common
land and waste were enclosed by act of Parliament in 1805. The apportionment of the
parochial tithes was also settled at the time of the enclosure and there is no separate
tithe map or apportionment for this parish. For the period between 1805 and 1885 there
is only an estate map of 1806 that shows the entire assessment area, however plans
deposited at Quarter Sessions, the administrative body for the county before the
establishment of the West Suffolk County Council in 1888, do depict smaller areas of
the parish. Some of these plans are of significance to this assessment. The southern
boundary of this area is formed by the railway line from Bury to Ipswich opened in 1846.
The original deposited plans for the all of Suffolk’s railway lines are held at the Suffolk
Record Office in Ipswich.
The pre-enclosure landscape is shown on Joseph Hodskinson’s 1783 ‘Map of Suffolk’.
On this map a large area to the east and northeast of Bury St Edmunds is shown as a
heath, named on this map as ‘Blowthorp Heath’, but on other maps such as Thomas
Warren’s 1791 plan of the Borough of Bury St Edmunds as Appledown or Appleton
(Breen 1999). A small northern extension of the heath is labelled on Hodskinson’s map
as ‘Catshall Green’. This is area of some considerable significance.
Most of the lands in the parish were the property of the Bunbury family the owners of
Barton Hall and the lords of the manor of Great Barton. The manor was formerly part of
the possessions of the abbey of Bury St Edmunds and following the dissolution of the
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abbey in 1539 it passed to the crown. The administration of the former abbey’s estates
fell to the court and later office of Augmentation, a department of the Exchequer. In
1554 the manor was granted out to Thomas Audley. The Audley family held the manor
and estates until they were sold to Thomas Folkes in 1704. His daughter Elizabeth
married Sir Thomas Hanmer and he devised the manor to his nephew Sir William
Bunbury in 1746 (Copinger). The estate remained with the Bunbury family until 1915
however the hall was destroyed in a fire in 1910.
Copinger mentions ‘an old map of the time of James I’. This map is dated 1625 and was
damaged in the fire of 1910. It was later acquired by the Moyses Museum, Bury St
Edmunds and has now been deposited together with the 1806 estate map at the record
office in Bury St Edmunds (ref. 586/20 & 21). A third map dated to the eighteenth
century also originally acquired by the museum and labelled as an ‘Estate mainly in
Great Barton’ shows ‘Barton Field’ in the neighbouring parish of Fornham St Martin not
the land in Great Barton (ref. 586/22). There is another seventeenth century of Great
Barton (ref. 2146/1) in a miscellaneous collection. This undated map was used as a
plan of the estate and was annotated to link the map to various surveys of the manor
and estate. This map too shows signs of the damaged caused by the fire of 1910.
As the landscape of this parish was altered in the early nineteenth century and the
earlier maps damaged by fire, it is difficult to find fixed points that can be used to give
geographic settings to the surviving features. Despite the difficulties there are some
features that can be found on the earlier maps through to the Ordnance Survey maps.
Amongst the features that have survived the most obvious are the parish church of Holy
Innocent’s and the main road now the A143. There are other point in the landscape that
have also survived such as the site of ‘Cattishall’ a name that can be found in records
from the thirteenth century onwards and less obvious a field between the junction of the
A143 with The Avenue leading to the village area of Great Barton numbered 424 on the
Ordnance survey maps but known as ‘Long Spong’ on earlier maps.
Sale Particulars
The estate was sold in 1915 in what appears to have been two separate auctions. The
record office has a full copy of the sale particulars of ‘The Remaining Portions of the
Barton Estate’ sold at auction on 13 October 1915 (ref. HD 1346/11). This sale related
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to the site of the hall and hall farms only and the sale plan attached to the sale
particulars only shows the area of the hall itself. The record office does not have a full
copy of the earlier sale particulars that dealt with the tenanted farms. Cattishall was sold
at the earlier auction as Lot 19 ‘Coloured Yellow on Plan No 1’. It was then described as
a freehold farm of 124 acres 1 rood 18 perches (124.365 acres). The lot included
‘Tyburn Barn’ described as ‘a large timber structure with thatched roof, and two sets of
double doors’. The site of the barn also included a cow sheds, enclosed yards and a
pond. The lands attached to the farm are listed using the Ordnance survey parcel
numbers. The fields 364, 380 – 2 and 401 were all described as arable and 374 and
400 as grass, the buildings were located at 373. The farm was tenanted with the then
current agreement due to expire on 11 October 1916 (ref. HD526/11/17).
Copies of the particulars that related to the other farms sold at the same auction are not
available in Bury. There are no copies of these sale particulars at Ipswich.
On the second edition of the Ordnance survey map sheet number XLIV.4 the site of the
farm is marked in gothic script as ‘Catteshill’ and had been the site of a tumulus.
Railway Plans
In advance of constructing a new railway line plans showing the route of the line within
two lines of deviation were deposited at Quarter Sessions together with a schedule of
the land crossed by the line. These records are now deposited at the Suffolk Record
Office in Ipswich include the plans of proposed lines that were never constructed. In the
original plans for the line from Ipswich to Bury St Edmunds submitted in 1836 the
proposed route was to the south and would have entered Bury St Edmunds from
Rushbrook not Great Barton. The present line was constructed by the Eastern Union
Railway and opened in 1846. The company utilised the plans and schedule of an
alternative line proposed by the Diss and Colchester Railway submitted in 1844 (ref.
B150/2/5.112). The accompanying schedule is of little interest as the lands to the south
of the line are marked with the number 30 on the plan and are simply described in the
schedule as fields and road the property of Sir Henry Edward Bunbury. The adjoining
land to the west numbered 39 is simply described as pasture and road.
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Further plans for another proposed railway that would have run from Haverhill to Hopton
passing through Hardwick, Bury St Edmunds and Great Barton were also submitted to
the Quarter sessions. These Great Northern Railway plans and the schedule of lands
for this line are undated, apart from the clerk’s note that they were ‘deposited in the
office of the clerk of the peace for the County of Suffolk by Mr William Gibbs in the
morning of Tuesday December the first ...’ (ref. B150/2/5.129B). The line was never
constructed and the proposed route would have passed through an area to the west of
this assessment area.
The Enclosure map and Award
There are two copies of the enclosure map. One copy enrolled with the award is in the
Bunbury Collection (ref. E18/100/2). The second copy of the map is amongst the
county’s Quarter Session Records (ref. Q/RI 5) with the award is a single volume that
includes awards for other parishes (ref. Q/RI 47). Both maps appear to be the same.
The award begins on page 300 and after setting out the powers of the commissioners
appointed under the enclosure act and the steps taken by them the award begins with
the boundaries of the parish set out in a perambulation. The perambulation began at
‘Bury Bottom at the stone on the north side of the Turnpike Road’ and then proceeded
‘nearly in a North direction by a water course on the west side of Bury Field’. This is the
only part of the perambulation within the assessment area. The road now the A143 was
repaired by a Turnpike Trust established in 1769.
After the perambulation the award then describes the public roads beginning with the
Turnpike. The third public road described as ‘branching out of the said Turnpike Road
at a certain Road or way called Coach Road and along the same to the present road
leading to the Church’ is within the assessment area. On the northern side of the
junction of this road with the A143, the present Anglenook Cottages are not shown on
the enclosure map nor is the road that proceeds to the north. Beyond the area of this
assessment the roads at the centre of the village of Great Barton and surrounding the
hall were closed or diverted in a series of Highway Diversions orders from 1821-1829.
Most of these orders are not relevant to this report, the exception is an order dated 1828
(ref. Q/SH 7). The plan attached to this award shows the Turnpike Road formerly
followed the course of the road now known as the Avenue but was diverted to its
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present course by this award. The plan shows the positions of various fields including
Long Spong later numbered 484 on the later Ordnance Survey maps.
The private roads described in the enclosure award included ‘Fourth – One other
Private Road of the width of twenty one feet branching out of the said first described
Public Road near the chalk pit proceeding in nearly a west direction and in its present
course through the allotment hereby made to ... Sir Thomas Charles Bunbury in respect
of rectorial tithes’. All the other roads are outside the assessment area.
The descriptions of the allotments to Sir Thomas Charles Bunbury begin on page 311
with 257 acre 1 rood and 11 perches ‘parcel of the said Common Fields’ this had been
allotted to him as the lay rector of the parish ‘in respect of the said Great and Small
tithes’. Other allotments in lieu of rent of sheepwalk, a former communal right are
described elsewhere and include on page 317 the allotment to Sir Thomas of 41 acres 2
roods 38 perches ‘of the said commons and heaths’. His allotments in lieu of ‘other
rights’ begin on page 320 and include the plot marked 14 measured at 130 acres 3
roods 28 perches ‘parcel of the Common fields and heath’. Other pieces are described
in similar terms such as plot 15, 27 acres 33 roods ‘parcel of the heaths’ or plot 16
‘parcel of the said Common Fields’. The allotments to other proprietors are described in
similar terms and are to be found throughout the award under the same headings.
Some plots of land are shaded in yellow and marked as copyhold, that is, land held of
the manor. Amongst these pieces the land at south eastern corner of the assessment
area is marked as an allotment to George Boldero and measured at 63 acres 5 perches.
This is described as ‘parcel of the said Common Fields and of certain old inclosures
belonging to Sir Thomas Charles Bunbury’. It was granted to George Boldero in
exchange for other lands described in the award. Boldero had been admitted as ‘tenant
to sixty one acres of land holden of the said manor of Great Barton by copy of the Court
Roll’ and the exchange represents the consolidation of the various landholdings at this
time.
The award finishes on page 350 and should be considered as the completion of a
process of enclosure, exchange and consolidation of the various landholdings. The
rights of other landholder were extinguished before the final award.
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Guildhall Feoffment Bury St Edmunds
The feoffment charity had owned land in Great Barton but this was exchanged for other
lands owned by Sir Thomas Charles Bunbury in 1801. The exchange was through a
separate act of Parliament (ref. 41 Geo III 1801). The Guildhall had owned ‘a certain
Messuage or Tenement and Farm, commonly called or known by the names of
Cattishill, and lands and appurtenances to the same belonging, now in the occupation of
George Denton, Part whereof lying in Great Barton and Pakenham ... contains,
according to a late Survey and Admeasurement One hundred and Fifty-two Acres One
Rood and One Perch or thereabouts’. This farm and others were exchanged for lands
in Fornham St Martin and Rougham. The lands in Fornham are probably those depicted
on the estate map showing Barton Field (ref. 586/22).
The Guildhall’s lands in Great Barton are shown on a series of earlier plans dated 1741
the work of the surveyor Thomas Warren (ref. H2/3/4.33). The site of Cattishall Farm is
shown on sheet IX and the lands described in Table X. The plan of the farm is
orientated west-east rather than the modern geographic convention north-south. The
farm is not named as Cattishall but the fields attached to the farm as described in Table
X included ‘3 Tyburn Field’ as in the sale particulars of 1915. Only about 74 acres were
in the immediate area of the farm. The other ‘Field Lands’ are also described in Table X
but depicted on sheets X and XI. These lands were scattered through the former open
fields. The Barton Field shown on sheet XI was in Fornham St Martin. The lands in
Pakenham were small pieces of meadow land.
There is an earlier survey of the feoffment lands dated 24 May 1582. The document is
headed ‘The Survey of the lands and tenements called Catteshales late John Smythes
equyer lyeinge in the Towne and Fields of Barton’ (ref. H1/1/34). The survey is written in
English on both sides of a roll of parchment. The acreage of each piece is give with total
acreage of 141 acres 3 roods written in Latin in another hand at the bottom of the roll.
Some of the pieces described mention ‘Appledale Heath’. On the reverse side the
following pieces are described:
''Item one acre & half of land lying between the said copyhold land on the north side and
the land of the said township on the south side & it abutteth westward upon the land of
the said township and eastward upon a little piece of pasture enclosed called shirehall
Yard aforesaid now also in the tenure of the said feoffees'
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''Item twelve Acres of land lying between the said land of the said township and the
Shirehall Yard aforesaid on the north aside and the land of the said manor noww
supposed to be copyhold of the said feoffees on the south side and it abutteth westward
upon the land of the said township and eastward upon the said common green'
''Item one acre of land supposed to be copyhold of the said feoffees lying next to the
said xii acres on the north & the land of the said toon called Shipcot Acre on the south
& it ababut westward upon the land of the said township weastward upon the said
common green'
'One acre of land called Shipcot Acre lying between the land of the said township now in
the tenure of the said feoffees on both sides and it abutteth westward upon the land of
the said township weastward upon the said common green'
'Item one acre of land lying in length next Catteshall heath on the south side and
Shipcot Acre on the north side and it abutteth westward upon the land of the said
township and eastward upon the said common green'
The house attached to this land holding is described before the entries quoted above. It
was described as ‘One messuage called Breeris in Barton with a barn, a stable and four
acres of land enclosed being between the common way leading from Bury to Pakenham
on the north side and the land of the manor of Barton now the copyhold of the feoffees
of the land of the said John Smythe on the south side it abutteth eastward upon the
Common Green and westward upon the land of the mannor of Barton’. The spellings of
the above quoted references have been modernised.
There is an earlier 16th century survey of these lands in a book that includes a copy of
the will of John Smyth dated 1477 and that of Margaret Odiham dated 1479 (ref.
H1/2/1). The lands are listed in the same order as on the 1582. The house is described
on folio 16r as ‘1 mees called Beerys in Berton with iiij acres of lond cloosid betwene the
comown wey ledyng to fro Bury to Pakenham on the north side and the londs of the
maner of Berton on the southside & butteth estward upon the comwn grene’. Between
the description of this piece and the other lands at Cattishall another dwelling house or
messuage named Tyllots is mentioned with six acres of lands in 3 pieces, this too
adjoined the green to the east. Shirehall Yard is mentioned on folio 17v and the
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description of the two pieces of land is followed by that of ‘Schepecoote Acre. As in
1582 and 1741 other strips were scattered at various locations within the open fields but
this area does form a distinct block of land.
Estate Maps and Surveys
The separate reference book that would have had accompanied the 1806 estate map
was not acquired by the Moyses Hall Museum and may now be lost. The two earlier
maps are of limited interest due to their condition. The seventeenth century estate plan
(ref. 2146/1) is discoloured and parts on the edges of the map lost. It is still possible to
locate the position of the church to the north of the road to ‘Pakenham’ and to the
northwest of an area marked ‘Hall Land Precinct 3’. The site of Cattishall is lost. Further
to the west the land is marked as precinct 34 with the strips in the open fields to the
west clearly evident. On this map the A143 is named as Longrow way and this name
was also used on the Thomas Warren plan of 1741 in the form ‘Barton Longrow’ (Sheet
X). To the north of the inscription ‘Longrow’ a small plot coloured in green marks the
positions of two small cottages. To the south of the road and cottages the outline of the
field named as Long Spong on the 1828 Highway Diversions plan can be made out. The
lads forming the precincts are described in full in a separate survey of 1612 (ref.
E18/154/2).
The map dated 1625 has been damaged both by fire and water. Again the position the
church can be seen and the area of Cattishall is marked ‘Catsal’. The position of the
‘Sheppardes house’ is also marked on the map and ‘Belclose’ to the east. Most of the
other details are lost due to water having caused the ink to run. The position of ‘Long
Spong’ and its boundaries is reasonably clear and the fields to the south and south east
are labelled ‘Lowsy Bush’ and Steeple went.
The 1612 survey begins with descriptions of each of the precincts. Precinct 30 labelled
in the margin ‘Bury Feld’ is described as lying between Bury Hasell Way on the north
and Ixworthway on the south and bounds on Bury St Edmunds towards the west and
Whitecrossewey towards the east’. Eleven separate pieces are described in the precinct
with the names of the owners, the acreage and then current tenants. Precinct 32
abutted ‘Catsallgrene towards the west’ an dthe ‘way from Bury to Thurston on the
south’ and included ‘Belleclose’ and ‘one messuage and croft called the Shepardes
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House’. Precinct 34 ‘Welwent’ included ‘one piece between Ixworth Way on the south
and Lowsybushewey on the north and abuts Hatchegateway towards the east 19 acres’,
this was part of the lord’s demesne.
Cattishall is described under precinct 32 on pages 51 and 52 of the survey. This
precinct was ‘between Ixworth Way and Pakenham Way on the northeast and Apleton
Heath on the south and the said Thieves way on the southwest and Catsallgrene on the
east’. A piece numbered 8 that first mentions ‘Tybbarneclose’ appears in the description
of the tenement of Catsall numbered 9 as ‘Tylebarneclose’ as less dramatic name.
There is an earlier survey or terrier of 1566 (ref. E18/154/1). This survey written in
Latin begins with the site of the hall with each room described together with various out
buildings. The demesne lands are then described mainly within the furlongs that were
used to subdivide the large open fields. Marginal glosses are used to identify various
fields such as ‘Hatchgateway’, ‘Steplewent’ or ‘Belclosewent’ names that can still be
read on the damaged maps. The lands at Cattishall are described under a heading
‘Another Furlong at the west end of the same furlong the west head on Catteshale
grene’. The description then continues with the ‘town of Berton one close called the
Belclose in the farm of John Bright 1 and a half acres’. The Feoffment land at Cattishall
was then divided into six pieces totalling 22 acres and 3 roods. The survey does not
mention the Shire Hall Yard. The marginal glosses in the remaining parts of the survey
relate to the then owners of the lands described, but at the end of the book there are
total acreages given for each land holder. In the summary of free tenement the town of
Bury paid 8s rent for the ‘Gilde called Candlemas Guilde otherwise called Catsall
Londes’.
With some effort these descriptions when combined with the areas shown on the
damaged maps can be used to reconstruct the earlier landscape.
Cattishall
A system of sending judges out from the royal courts in London was first established in
1176. These itinerant justices in Ayre were appointed to defined circuits that covered
the whole country. The justices held their courts at various places in Suffolk, but not
within the banlieu or boundary of the abbots’ jurisdiction over his town of Bury St
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Edmunds. Instead the court was held Cattishall. The full details of the proceedings of
these courts for the year 1240 have recently been translated and published (Gallagher
2009). In that year court having moved from Ipswich to Cattishall ‘began to hear pleas
on Monday 21 May and closed its session there on Thursday 31 May. According to the
surviving feet of fines there was also a session at Cattishall on Monday 4 June’. The
participants at the court would have included ‘the justices, clerks and ushers, as well as
the jurors and the litigants themselves, or their attorneys, directly involved in the pleas.
Some litigants may also have had serjeants or narrattores who would act and speak for
them as a sort of barrister in the pleas’. Amongst the others present, there would be
‘the sheriff, the previous sheriffs since the last eyre in Suffolk who were still living the
existing sheriff’s constables etc and also the leading men and freeholders in the
hundreds, towns and vills from whom the jury of the hundred would have been elected’.
It is unlikely that a new shire hall would have been constructed at Cattishall had not the
area already been used for other meetings such as the hundred courts and the choice
of this location suggests that the site was of some significance from an earlier date.
The court continued to meet at Cattishall until the early fourteenth century. On the
online catalogue of the National Archives there are a number of petitions relating to this
court. In about 1300 the abbot requested that the ‘seer of the justices henceforth reside
at Babwell outside the crosses of the banlieu [boundary]of St Edmund, and not
elsewhere in the liberty ... as in the past “Le seer” has resided at Cattishall which is
distant from the town ... and inconvenient for justices’ (ref. SC 8/329/E934). The priory
of Babwell was not pleased with this move and they petitioned in 1302 that ‘the
courthouse of Cattishall which is to be removed by the procurement of certain people
should not be rebuilt to the damage and nuisance of the friars ... that this will be to the
great harm and damage of the friars because when it rains or it is stormy the people
seek refuge for themselves and their horses in the church of the friars; at other times
when they are assembled the friars are unable to say mass because of the noise and
press of people’ (ref. SC 8/1/21). Eventually in 1305 it was decided that the pleas
‘should not be heard at Cattishall but at Henhow, which is closer to Bury St Edmunds’
(ref. SC 8/140/6998).
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Conclusion
Apart from the area at Cattishall the remaing lands forming this assessment area were
open field and heath enclosed at the start of the nineteenth century. Though the early
maps of the area are damaged and difficult to use the accompanying surveys do not
suggest any other area of occupation other than that at Cattishall.
In the surveys it appears that there was more than one house at Cattishall. The
Shepards House combined with ‘Schepecoote’ and ‘Shipcot’ given in the Guildhall
surveys suggests that the heath land was used for grazing flocks with the shepherd or
shepherds living at Cattishall. There were two other tenements one of which adjoined
‘Shire Hall yard’, however the Tyburn Barn mentioned in 1741 and in 1915 appears to
be a misreading of the 1612 survey and should be Tile Barn.
Though sparsely populated by the late medieval period Cattishall appears to be of some
significance at an earlier date and had been the meeting place of the Justices until they
were removed to Henhow in 1305.
As the area was mainly open fields and heath, there is little scope for further
documentary research. This is despite the fact that records relating to the manor held at
the record office in Bury St Edmunds begin as earlier as 1276. There is however an
active local history society in Great Barton and some of its members having been
working on the early records and they may be able to supply suitable names for streets
and roadways that reflect the areas strong historic heritage.
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Appendix 3.

Brief and Specification for Desk-Based Assessment
PROPOSED STRATEGIC GROWTH LOCATION, NORTH-EAST
BURY ST EDMUNDS, SUFFOLK
1.

Background

1.1

A planning enquiry has been for a strategic growth location on the north-east side of
Bury St Edmunds (parish of Great Barton), Suffolk (TL 871 651). Please contact the
developer for an accurate location plan.

1.2

The proposed strategic growth area, measuring 171.00 ha. in size, is located on the
north-east side of Bury St Edmunds, either side to the A143, at c.45-60.00m OD. It is
situated on deep loam to clay of the derived from the underlying chalky till (Melford
Series)

1.3

The proposed development site is located in area of high archaeological potential. There
is high potential for below-ground heritage assets of archaeological importance to be
defined at this location. The nature and significance of the heritage assets area has not
been the subject of any previous systematic archaeological investigation

1.4

The Planning Authority (St Edmundsbury Borough Council) will be advised that the
location of the proposed development could affect important heritage assets with
archaeological interest. The applicant should be required to undertake an archaeological
field evaluation prior to consideration of the proposal, in accordance with PPS 5
Planning for the Historic Environment. This information should be incorporated in the
design and access statement, in accordance with policies HE6.1, HE6.2, HE6.3 and
HE7.1 of PPS 5, in order for the Local Planning Authority to be able to take into account
the particular nature and the significance of the heritage assets at this location.

1.5

A detailed desk-based assessment of the known and potential archaeology for the
proposed development area is required as the first part of a programme of
archaeological work. Further information concerning the location, extent, survival and
significance of the known archaeological remains on the site, as well as the potential for
further archaeological remains to survive, is required. This document sets out the
requirement for an initial stage of work comprising an archaeological desk-based
assessment and walk-over survey.

1.6

This initial stage of assessment will to lead to a further programme of pre-determination
evaluation fieldwork (field survey, geophysical survey and trial-trenching). A further
archaeological specification will be required for any subsequent stage of work from the
desk-based assessment.

2.

Objectives

2.1

To collate and assess the existing information regarding archaeological and historical
remains within and adjacent to the site. It is important that a sufficiently large area
around the target area is studied in order to give adequate context; in this instance an
area with boundaries 500m beyond the parcel boundaries will be the minimum
appropriate.
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2.2

To identify any known archaeological sites which are of sufficient potential importance to
require an outright constraint on development (i.e. those that will need preservation in
situ).

2.3

To assess the potential for unrecorded archaeological sites within the application area.

2.4

To assess the likely impact of past land uses (specifically, areas of quarrying) and the
potential quality of preservation of below ground deposits, and where possible to model
those deposits.

2.5

To assess the potential for the use of particular investigative techniques in order to aid
the formulation of any mitigation strategy.

2.6

An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. In
accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field
Archaeologists this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution
of the project. A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the
accompanying outline specification of minimum requirements, is an essential
requirement. This must be submitted by the developers, or their agent, to the
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (9-10 The
Churchyard, Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for
approval. The work must not commence until this office has approved both the
archaeological contractor as suitable to undertake the work, and the WSI as
satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for measurable standards.

3.

Specification

3.1

The assessment shall be undertaken by a professional team of field archaeologists. The
archaeological contractor is expected to follow the Code of Conduct of the Institute for
Archaeologists.

3.2

Collation and assessment of the County Historic Environment Record to identify known
sites and to assess the potential of the application area.

3.2

Collation and assessment of all cartographic sources relevant to the site to identify
historic landuse, the siting of old boundaries and any earlier buildings. Where possible
copies should be included in the report.

3.3

Assess the potential for historic documentation that would contribute to the
archaeological investigation of the site.

3.4

Re-assessment of aerial photographic evidence and, where relevant, a replotting of
archaeological and topographic information by a suitably qualified specialist with
relevant experience at a scale of 1:2500. It should be possible to obtain residual errors
of less than ± 2m. Rectification of extant mapped features such as field boundaries and
buildings shall be undertaken in order to give additional indication of accuracy of the
transcription.

3.5

Examination of available geotechnical information to assess the condition and status of
buried deposits and to identify local geological conditions. Relevant geotechnical data
should be included as appendices to the report.

3.6

Ascertain whether there are other constraints on the site (e.g. SSSI, County Wildlife
Site, AONB, etc).

3.7

A site visit to determine any constraints to archaeological survival.

4.

Report Requirements

4.1

The report shall be submitted within a length of time (but not exceeding 1 month) from
the end of fieldwork, to be agreed between the developer and archaeological contractor,
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with a copy supplied to the County Historic Environment Record. A full digital copy of
the report will be supplied to Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service
Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT).
4.2

Assemble, summarise and order the available evidence.

4.3

Synthesise the evidence and place it in its local and/or regional context.

4.4

The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological
evidence within the regional context. The conclusions must include a clear statement of
the archaeological potential of the site, highlighting any research priorities, and the
significance of that potential in the context of the Regional Research Framework (East
Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000).

4.5

Comment on the reliability of the evidence and give an opinion on the necessity and
scope for further assessment including field evaluation.

4.6

A comprehensive list of all sources consulted (with specific references) should be
included.

4.7

An unbound hardcopy of the evaluation report, clearly marked DRAFT, must be
presented to SCCAS/CT for approval within six months of the completion of fieldwork
unless other arrangements are negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT.
Following acceptance, two hard copies of the report should be submitted to SCCAS/CT
together with a digital .pdf version.

4.8

At the start of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on
Details, Location and Creators forms.

4.9

All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County
Historic Environment Record. This should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire
report (a paper copy should also be included with the archive).

4.10

A digital copy of the air photographic evidence should be supplied with the report for
inclusion in the County Historic Environment Record; AutoCAD files should be exported
and saved into a format that can be can be imported into MapInfo (for example, as a
Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files and ArcView.

4.11

The IFA Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-Based Assessments (1999)
should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in drawing up
the report.

4.12

Publication of the results, at least to a summary level (i.e. round up of archaeology in the
annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for
Archaeology), shall be undertaken in the year following the archaeological field work. An
allowance shall be made within the costs for full publication in an appropriate journal.

4.13

The involvement of SCCAS/CT shall be acknowledged in any report or publication
generated by this project.

5.

Monitoring

5.1

SCCAS/CT will be responsible for monitoring progress and standards throughout the
project. This will include the fieldwork, post-excavation and publication stages.

5.2

Notification of the start of work shall be given to SCCAS/CT one week in advance of its
commencement.

5.3

Any variations to the written scheme of investigation shall be agreed with SCCAS/CT
prior to them being carried out.
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9–10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk IP33 2AR
Tel:
01284 352197
Email: jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk
Date:

20 April 2011

This brief and specification remains valid for six months from the above date.
If work is not carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the
authority should be notified and a revised brief and specification may be
issued.
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