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Summary 
Two evaluation trenches were excavated (to the rear of 85-87 High Street and on 

vacant land near the end of Eden Road). These trenches were 6.5 and 10.5m long 

respectively, and up to 0.7m deep. The trench to the rear of 85-87 High Street revealed 

highly disturbed domestic/garden soils with three large modern features cut though the 

natural deposits, while the trench off Eden Road revealed two further modern features, 

though a significant amount of disturbance was apparent with no intact topsoil or 

undisturbed subsoil present. 

 

No finds or features of archaeological relevance were observed and no further 

archaeological surveying is recommended as being necessary.  A level 2 building 

recording survey is still to be undertaken of 85-87 High Street, but that will be the 

subject of separate report. 
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1. Introduction 

A programme of archaeological investigation was requested by Abby Antrobus of 

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT) in 

connection with planning application SE/11/1126, covering the redevelopment of a 

derelict site for new residential accommodation and a ground floor office space. 

2. Geology and topography 

The 85-87 High Street site fronts onto High Street to the south-west, adjacent to and 

accessed via Duddery Lane and the Eden Road site is derelict land between 73-79 High 

Street and 6 Eden Road. At the southern edge the site is at approximately 71 m AOD, 

falling to the north-east down towards the Stour Brook at a height of c. 63m AOD. 

 

The internal levels within the sites were somewhat artificial, since a large amount of 

hardcore had been deposited in order to form a site compound surface at the Eden 

Road site and the garden to the rear of 85-87 High Street had been levelled and built up 

to create a flatter garden area. 

3. Archaeology and historical background 

The site lies within the historic and medieval town core, as recorded in the County 

Historic Environment Record (HER) no. HVH 067 and the ground works for this project 

were assessed as being likely to impact on deposits relating to potential early 

occupation in the area.  

 

Previous work on the land between the present two sites (undertaken in April 2012 and 

reported on in May 2012) did not encounter any surviving archaeological levels, with 

significant modern disturbance and demolition disturbance across the whole site 

although it was not clear how much of this disturbance was specific to that site (within 

the footprint of a demolished building) and how much might be general disturbance 

across the whole area. 
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Figure 1.  Location map
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4. Methodology 

The Brief issued by SCCAS/CT was an informal/verbal specification, essentially 

extending the previous brief (included as Appendix 1) for the earlier phase of work to 

include these two properties and required that the two additional areas be subject to the 

same level of trial trenching. On this occasion two trenches were requested to be 

excavated, one at each property and measuring 10m and 15m long respectively. The 

trenches were located using hand-tapes and measuring from extant buildings and 

structural features visible on Ordnance Survey plans of the site. 

 

The trenching was carried out by two 3600 mechanical tracked excavators using 

toothless ‘ditching‘ buckets – a 0.8 ton machine to the rear of 85-87 High Street and an 

8 ton machine off Eden Road. All machining was under the control and supervision of 

an experienced archaeologist and overburden was removed until the first archaeological 

horizon or top of the natural substrate was encountered. The trench behind 85-87 High 

Street was only 6.5m long due to the lack of space with upcast spoil and several 

sheds/outbuildings and concrete floors impeding excavation while the trench off Eden 

Road was 10.5m long, shortened from 15m due to a new boundary fence that had not 

appeared on maps shortening the site as well as a significant concrete hard-standing. 

 

All deposits were recorded using SCCAS pro forma sheets and recorded on a whole-

site database during post-excavation archiving; plans and sections were hand-drawn at 

1:50 and 1:20 where appropriate and all number sequences were carried on from those 

used in the previous phase of work in 2012. A photographic record was made using a 

high resolution digital SLR camera (6.2 megapixels) showing both details of the 

trenches and indicative pictures showing the site conditions. 

 

A digital copy of the report will be submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data 

Service database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit) upon completion of the 

project. 
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5. Results 

5.1 Trench results 

Trench 4 

This trench was 6.5m long, 1.3m wide and up to 0.8m deep. The stratigraphy 

encountered consisted of 0.4m of dark brown humic-rich sandy silt topsoil/garden soil 

with occasional small ceramic building material (CBM), glass and crockery fragments 

above a similar deposit 0.35m thick of dark brown sandy silt with more frequent CBM, 

roof slate, bottle glass, roof tile and china fragments interpreted as a (?) 

Victorian/modern made/disturbed ground layer. The fragments and lumps of cultural 

material were noticeable larger in this layer – potentially due to garden 

maintenance/turnover having removed the larger pieces from the upper soil level. 

This made/disturbed soil sat directly above natural red/brown silty sand and gravels and 

chalky patches, with three large modern intrusive features noted as cutting into the 

natural geological layers. Finds from this trench included brick lumps with ‘LBC’ 

stamped into the frog, green bottle glass, roof slate, blue/white china, white glazed 

china, modern window glass and frequent roof tile fragments. 

 

No deposits or artefacts of archaeological relevance were observed from this trench. 
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         Plate 1. Trench 4, facing north-east (2m scale) 
 

Trench 5 

This trench was 10.5m long, 1.5m wide and up to 0.7m deep, orientated approximately 

north-south. The exposed stratigraphy consisted of c.0.35m of modern hardcore/ 

demolition rubble and gravel above sheets of geo textile (the made ground surface for 

the prior site compound during development of 83 High Street) which sat on a layer 

approximately 0.25m thick of mixed orangey brown silty clay with very frequent 

rubble/building detritus inclusions. This sealed natural orangey brown silty clays and 

chalky patches. Two modern features were observed, a large pit and a small posthole, 
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both of which contained CBM fragments and lumps of modern brick and tile, glass and 

modern china. 

 

 
      Plate 2. Trench 5 facing north (2m scale) 
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Figure 2.  Detailed trench plans



6. Finds and environmental evidence 

No finds of archaeological relevance were retained from this evaluation. Several brick 

lumps had full or partial ‘LBC’ stamps, others were visibly machine-made; roof slate, 

bottle glass and window glass were all evident through most of the deposits observed. 

Several different modern ceramic crockery types were observed including blue/white 

decorated and plain white china. 

 

7. Discussion 

The level of disturbance seen at the Eden Road site suggests that the site there had 

been similarly disturbed to that at 83 High Street, with no surviving undisturbed top or 

subsoil it appears that archaeological levels are likely to have been damaged at least 

twice – the first time was probably during the creation of the houses along Eden Road 

and Duddery Lane in the latter 19th century and the quantity of brick and tile fragments 

and lumps would appear to reinforce this, with several of the bricks appearing to be 

similar to the majority red-brick houses in the terrace. Examination of older Ordnance 

Survey Maps covering the area also show a small row of houses on this site, built by the 

early 1960’s and apparently demolished some time in the early-mid 1980’s which is 

likely to have removed any surviving archaeological deposits at that time. 

 

8. Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

In conclusion it would appear that this area has suffered widespread and significant 

historical disturbance, most probably related to the construction of the terraced housing 

rows along Eden Street, Duddery lane and along the High Street frontage both during 

the initial construction of terraced housing in the area and then again in the post-war 

period. No further work is recommended as being necessary in order to fulfil the 

condition placed on the planning permission by St Edmundsbury District Council. 
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9. Archive deposition 

 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds 

 

Digital archive: SCCAS R:\Environmental Protection\Conservation\Archaeology\  

  Archive\Haverhill/HVH 081 Evaluation 

 

Digital photographic archive: SCCAS R:\Environmental Protection\Conservation\ 

  Archaeology\Catalogues\Photos\HTA-HTZ\HTN 62-74 

 

Finds and environmental archive: -  

         Store Location: - 
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Archaeological services 
Field Projects Team 
 
Delivering a full range of archaeological services 
 

 

 

 

 

• Desk-based assessments and advice 

• Site investigation   

• Outreach and educational resources 

• Historic Building Recording  

• Environmental processing 

• Finds analysis and photography 

• Graphics design and illustration  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contact: 
 

Rhodri Gardner 
Tel: 01473 265879  Fax: 01473 216864 
rhodri.gardner@suffolk.gov.uk  
www.suffolk.gov.uk/Environment/Archaeology/  
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