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Summary 
On the 1st and 2nd February 2016 an archaeological trial trench evaluation was 

undertaken by Suffolk Archaeology CIC within the proposed footprint of a two and three 

storey office building with associated car parking and cycle stands at the end of Fred 

Castle Way, Rougham Industrial Estate, Rougham, Suffolk.  A total area of 378m² (c.5% 

of the total 0.8ha site) was evaluated to assess the quantity, quality and extent of any 

surviving archaeological deposits within the ploughed field. 

 

The evaluation identified an archaeological horizon at a depth ranging from 0.33m in 

Trench 1 to 0.65m in Trench 5, sealed below a modern ploughsoil and a single layer of 

subsoil. 

 

Archaeological features sparsely populate six of the seven trenches, however no finds 

were present within their fills.  All of the features were relatively shallow in depth (0.22m 

max) which suggests that demolition work of the former World War II airbase together 

with the modern ploughing regime is likely to have truncated the archaeology, with only 

the bases of the features surviving. 
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1. Introduction 

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken by Suffolk Archaeology CIC (SACIC) in 

February 2016 to assess the impact of the proposed development within the footprint of 

a two and three storey office building with associated car parking and cycle stands at the 

end of Fred Castle Way, Rougham Industrial Estate, Rougham, Suffolk, on potential 

heritage assets. 

  

The project was undertaken as a requirement of the Suffolk County Council Archaeology 

Service/Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT) the Archaeological Advisor to the Local 

Planning Authority (LPA), by a condition on planning application DC/14/2164/FUL, in 

accordance with paragraph 141 of the National Planning Policy Framework.  The scope 

of the project was detailed in a Brief (dated 05/01/2016) produced by the archaeological 

adviser to the LPA, Rachael Abraham of SCCAS/CT and subsequently addressed within 

a SACIC Written Scheme of Investigation. 

 

Suffolk Archaeology CIC were commissioned to undertake the project by ForFarmers 

(UK) Limited. 

 

The proposed development is located within a single ploughed arable field bounded by 

hedgerows, on the northern edge of Rougham Industrial Estate.  Access was gained from 

the end of Fred Castle Way. 

 

 

2. Geology and topography 

The site is located to the north-west of Rougham and to the east of Bury St Edmunds at 

a height of c.62m above Ordnance Datum. 

Bedrock geology is described as Lewes Nodular Chalk, Seaford Chalk, Newhaven Chalk 

and Culver Chalk Formation formed 71 to 94 million years ago in the Cretaceous Period 

in warm shallow chalk shelf seas.  Superficial deposits are described as Cover Sand, 

formed up to 3 million years ago in the Quaternary Period by wind erosion depositing 

sand and silt material (British Geological Survey website, 2015). 
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Figure 2.  Location of former airfield 
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3. Archaeology and historical background 

The application site lies within an area of archaeological potential recorded in the County 

Historic Environment Record (HER).  A series of recent archaeological investigations 

have established that dispersed areas of prehistoric, Roman and medieval activity are 

present within the vicinity.  Neolithic occupation deposits (RGH 044) have been identified 

to the south-west of site. 

 

An evaluation undertaken c.1km to the west, prior to the recent housing and industrial 

development (BRG 024) highlighted several areas of archaeological potential.  Early Iron 

Age activity was recorded during an evaluation and a subsequent excavation (RGH 066) 

1km to the west where a school is currently under construction.    Early to Mid-Iron Age 

deposits were recorded at BSE 199 and RGH 036 to the west.  Other low density 

prehistoric evidence has been excavated at BRG 027, BRG 032, RGH 035 and RGH 039.  

An area of Roman occupation (RGH 031) to the west was subsequently targeted by two 

excavation areas, RGH 037 and RGH 038.  Medieval occupation, including ovens have 

been excavated at BRG 027 c.1km to the north-west and a succession of large dwellings 

from the late thirteenth or early fourteenth century (BSE 131) are recorded c.1500m to 

the west.  A recent geophysical survey on land to the north of the school site identified 

further anomalies of potential archaeological interest (Schofield 2014). The site also lies 

within the centre of the former World War II Rougham airfield (RGH 046).  

 

No archaeological work has been undertaken within the current site, however the route 

of the proposed Eastern Relief Road runs directly across the northern border of the site 

where two possible undated ovens or kilns and undated ditches were recorded 

(Lichtenstein, 2015). 

 

Together these investigations record the presence of dispersed Iron Age occupation 

within the wider vicinity.  As a result there was a high potential for occupation deposits to 

be disturbed by the development. 
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4. Methodology 

4.1.  Management 

• The project was managed by SACIC Director Rhod Gardner in accordance with the 

principles of Management of Research Projects in the Historic Environment 

(MoRPHE, Historic England 2015). 

 

4.2.  Project preparation 

• An event number was obtained from the SHER (ESF23358) and is included on all 

project documentation. 

• An OASIS online record (235097) was initiated and key fields in details, location and 

creator forms completed. 

• A pre-site inspection and Risk Assessment and Method Statement was completed.  

 

4.3. Fieldwork 

Introduction 

• Fieldwork standards were guided by ‘Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of 

England’, EAA Occasional Papers 14, and the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists 

(CIfA) paper ‘Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation’, (2014). 

• The archaeological fieldwork was carried out by Rebecca Smart of SACIC and led 

by Project Officer Simon Cass.  The fieldwork began on the 1st of February 2016 

and concluded on the 2nd of February 2016. 

Finds recovery and metal detecting  

• The topsoil and subsoil from each trench were visually scanned during excavation 

of the trenches and any finds were recovered.  Visual inspection was also carried 

out of the spoil once it had been excavated from the trenches.  

• Metal detecting was carried out on all spoil removed from the trenches and features 

by an experienced metal detectorist.  



7 

Trial trenching 

• Approximately 5% of the 0.80ha application was evaluated by seven 30.00 x 1.50m 

wide trial trenches; this amounted to 210m in total.  Trenches were positioned to 

sample all areas of the site. 

• Trench locations were marked out using an RTK GPS system. 

• The trenches were excavated using a 6 tonne 360º tracked mechanical excavator 

with a toothless ditching bucket (measuring 1.50m wide) under the supervision of a 

suitably qualified archaeologist. 

• Spoilheaps were created adjacent to each trench and topsoil and subsoil were kept 

separate. 

• An overall site plan showing trench locations, feature positions, sections and levels 

was made using an RTK GPS. Individual features were recorded by hand at 1:50.  

All excavated sections were recorded at a scale of 1:10 or 1:20. 

• All trenches, archaeological features and deposits were recorded using standard 

pro forma SACIC registers, recording sheets and numbering systems. 

• A photographic record, consisting of high resolution digital images was made 

throughout the evaluation. 

• Trenches were backfilled after approval by SCCAS/CT.  Trenches were sequentially 

backfilled in order of excavation, subsoil followed by topsoil, and compacted to 

ground-level. 

 

4.4. Post-excavation  

• The post-excavation stage was managed by Rhodri Gardner.   

• All hand drawn site plans and sections were scanned.  

• All raw data from GPS surveys were uploaded to the project folder, suitably labelled 

and kept as part of the project archive. 

• All plan drawings were digitised for combination with the results of the digital site 

survey to produce a full site plan, compatible with MapInfo GIS software or export 

to .dxf format. 

• All hand-drawn sections were digitised using AutoCAD software. 
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• The report was prepared by Timothy Schofield. 

 

4.5. Project archive 

• On approval of this report a printed and bound hard copy will be lodged with 

SCCAS/CT.  A hard copy and digital .pdf file will also be supplied to the Suffolk HER, 

together with a digital and fully georeferenced vector plan showing the application 

area and trench locations, compatible with MapInfo software.  

• The online OASIS form for the project has been completed and a .pdf version of the 

report uploaded to the OASIS website for online publication by the Archaeological 

Data Service.  A copy of the form is included as Appendix 1. 

• The project archive, consisting of the complete artefactual assemblage, and all 

paper and digital records, will be deposited with the Suffolk County Environment 

Record and ownership transferred within 6 months of completion of fieldwork. If 

SACIC is engaged to carry out any subsequent stages of fieldwork then deposition 

of the evaluation archive may be delayed until the full archive is completed.  The 

project archive will be consistent with MoRPHE (Historic England 2015), and ICON 

guidelines.  The project archive will also meet the requirements of SCCAS/CT as 

detailed in their ‘Archaeological Archives in Suffolk, Guidelines for preparation and 

deposition’ (2014). 
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5. Results 

5.1. Introduction 

Seven evaluation trenches were excavated to either the top of the archaeological horizon 

or the mid orange, firm silt and clay with occasional patches of chalk and gravel stone 

natural geology.  The site was easily accessible and the trenches were excavated during 

a dry spell.  A full list of contexts can be found at Appendix 2.  The evaluation has identified 

sparse undated archaeological remains of truncated ditches, pits and postholes present 

within six of the seven trenches. 

 

5.2. Trench results 

At the top of the stratigraphic sequence was a dark grey brown, firm silty clay ploughsoil 

layer that ranged from 0.20m in Trench 1 to 0.40m in depth in Trench 5. No finds were 

present within this layer.  Beneath the ploughsoil was a mid grey brown, firm sandy silt 

subsoil that varied in depth from 0.06m in Trench 3 to 0.26m in Trench 4, and sealed the 

archaeological features.  No finds were present.  At the base of the stratigraphic sequence 

was a mid orange, firm silt and clay with occasional patches of chalk and gravel stone 

natural geology.  All archaeological features were cut into this layer. 
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Trench 1 (Pl.1) 

Trench 1 was located at the western end of site and was orientated east to west.  It was 

30m in length and 1.50m wide.  A ploughsoil was present to a depth of 0.20m below 

ground level, overlying a subsoil that was 0.13m deep.  It contained no archaeological 

features or finds. 
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Plate 1. Trench 1, looking west (2m scale)
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Plate 2. Trench 1, representative section looking north (1.50m scale) 
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Trench 2 (Pl.3) 

Trench 2 (Figure 5) was located to the east of Trench 1 and was orientated north-south. 

It was 30m in length, 1.50m in width and was excavated through the ploughsoil (0.36m in 

depth) and subsoil (0.20m thick) that sealed the archaeological feature. The trench 

contained undated Ditch 0001. 

 

Ditch 0001 (Pl.4) 
Ditch 0001 was present in the centre of Trench 2, aligned east to west with shallow sloping 

sides and a concave base.  It was 1.15m wide and 0.22m deep and ran beyond the 

bounds of the trench.  Its Fill 0002 was mid grey brown, firm silty clay with occasional 

large sub-angular and sub-rounded flint stones.  No finds were present. 
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Plate 3. Trench 2, looking north (2m scale) 
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Plate 4. Trench 2, ditch 0001 looking west (2m scale) 
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Trench 3 (Pl.5) 

Trench 3 (Figure 6) was located between Trenches 2 and 6, and was orientated north to 

south, it was 30m in length and 1.50m in width.  At the top of the stratigraphic sequence 

in Trench 3 was ploughsoil to a depth of 0.40m overlying the subsoil layer which was 

0.06m thick and sealed the archaeological features. Postholes 0003 and 0005 were 

present in the northern half of the trench. 

 

Posthole 0003 (Pl.7) 
Posthole 0003 was oval in plan with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It was 

0.54m long, 0.54m wide and 0.18m deep.  Its Fill 0004 was mid grey brown soft silty sand 

with occasional small pebbles and frequent charcoal flecks, no finds were present.  It is 

possibly related to posthole 0005 which is located to the south. 

 

Posthole 0005 (Pl.8) 
Posthole 0005 was oval in plan, with gradual sloping sides and a concave base. It was 

0.50m long, 0.40m wide and 0.10m deep.  Its Fill 0006 was mid grey brown silty sand 

with occasional pebbles and frequent charcoal flecks, no finds were present.  It is 

potentially related to posthole 0003 that is located to the north. 
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Plate 5. Trench 3, looking north (2m and 1m scales) 
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 Plate 6. Trench 3, representative section, looking west (1m scale)
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Plate 7. Trench 3, posthole 0003, looking north (0.30m scale)



23 

 
Plate 8. Trench 3, posthole 0005, looking north (0.30m scale) 
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Trench 4 (Pl.9) 

Trench 4 was located to the south of Trench 3 and was orientated east to west, it was 

30m in length and 1.50m in width.  At the top of the stratigraphic sequence in Trench 4 

was the ploughsoil, present to a depth of 0.24m overlying the subsoil layer that was 0.05m 

thick, no archaeological features or finds were present.  A moderate degree of modern 

disturbance was present throughout Trench 4. 
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Plate 9. Trench 4, looking west (2m and 1m scales)
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Plate 10. Trench 4, representative section, looking north (1m scale)
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Trench 5 (Pl.11) 

Trench 5 (Figure 7) was located in the northeastern corner of the field, and was orientated 

north to south, it was 30m in length and 1.50m in width.  At the top of the stratigraphic 

sequence in Trench 5 was a ploughsoil that was present to a depth of 0.40m, overlying 

the subsoil layer which was 0.25m deep and sealed the archaeological features.  Ditch 

0007 was present in the northern half of the trench.  Modern concrete and CBM fragments 

and flecks were noted lying within and on top of the natural geology, probable remains of 

the demolition work of the WWII Rougham Airfield that was closed in 1948. 

 

Ditch 0007 (Pl.12) 
Ditch 0007 was present at the northern end of Trench 5, orientated east to west with 

shallow sloping sides and a concave base.  The course of the ditch ran beyond the 

bounds of the trench, measuring 0.76m wide and 0.20m deep.  Its Fill 0008 was mid grey 

brown soft silty sand with occasional small sub-angular and sub-round flint stones and 

pebbles, no finds were present.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



28 

 
Plate 11. Trench 5, looking south (2m and 1m scales) 
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Plate 12. Trench 5, ditch 0007, looking west (1m scale)
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Trench 6 (Pl.13) 

Trench 6 (Figure 8) was positioned between Trenches 5 and 7 and was orientated east 

to west, it was 30m in length and 1.50m in width.  Ploughsoil was at the top of the matrix 

to a depth of 0.30m, overlying subsoil that was 0.20m thick, which sealed the 

archaeological horizon.  Pit 0009 was present in the eastern half of the trench. 

 

Pit 0009 (Pl15) 
Pit 0009 was oval in plan and present in the eastern half of the trench.  It had gently 

sloping sides and a flat base, measured 0.70m long by 0.60m wide by 0.08m deep. Its fill 

0010 was mid grey brown slightly clayey silt with occasional small round pebbles and 

occasional charcoal flecks. No finds were present. 
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Plate 13. Trench 6, looking west (1m and 2m scales) 
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Plate 14. Trench 6, representative section, looking north (1m scale) 
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Plate 15. Trench 6, pit 0009, looking west (1m scale) 
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Trench 7 (Pl.16) 

Trench 7 (Figure 9) was located in the southeastern corner of the field, it was orientated 

north-south and was 30m in length and 1.50m in width. At the top of the stratigraphic 

sequence was the ploughsoil to a depth of 0.30m, overlying 0.14m of subsoil which sealed 

the archaeological horizon.  Ditch 0011 was located in the eastern half of the trench. 

 

Ditch 0011 (Pl.18) 
Ditch 0011 was present at the northern end of Trench 7, orientated southwest to northeast 

with moderately steep sides and a concave base.  The course of the ditch ran beyond the 

bounds of the trench, it measured 0.80m wide and 0.22m deep.  Its Fill 0012 was mid 

grey brown, soft silty sand with occasional small sub-angular and sub-round flint stones 

and pebbles, no finds were present. 
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Plate 16. Trench 7, looking north (2m and 1m scales) 
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Plate 17. Trench 7, representative section, looking east (1m scale) 
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Plate 18. Trench 7, ditch 0011, looking northeast (1m scale) 
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6. Discussion and Conclusion 

The evaluation was successful in identifying an undated archaeological horizon at a depth 

ranging from 0.33m in Trench 1 to 0.65m in Trench 5, sealed below a modern ploughsoil 

and a single subsoil layer.  Undated features sparsely populate five of the seven trenches, 

no finds were present within their fills. 

 

The results of the current evaluation reveal a lower concentration of features compared 

with those recorded in the trenches of Area 2 along the proposed Eastern Relief Road 

(Figure 4), where trenches 18-23 and 25-27 contained dispersed undated features with 

the exception of one potential Late Iron Age/Roman ditch present in Trench 26 

(Lichtenstein, 2015).  None of the ditches present during the current evaluation correlate 

with those recorded in the Eastern Relief Road trenches.  All of the features were 

relatively shallow in depth (0.22m max) which suggests that demolition work of the former 

World War II airbase (Figure 3) together with the modern ploughing regime is likely to 

have truncated the surviving archaeology. 

 

Further archaeological investigations may reveal more archaeological features that could 

potentially contain dating evidence from within their fills, however the majority of those 

already evaluated have been truncated and are more widely dispersed than those 

recorded along the proposed Eastern Relief Road located directly to the north. 
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7. Archive deposition 

The project archive consisting of all paper and digital records will be deposited within the 

Suffolk County Environment Record and ownership transferred within 6 months of 

completion of fieldwork.  Until deposition, the archive will be kept in the following place: 

 

Paper and photographic archive: SACIC, Needham Market, Suffolk 

 

Digital archive: R:\Current Recording Projects\Rougham\RGH 090 Forfarmers, 

Rougham, TT 

 

Digital photographic archive: R:\Current Recording Projects\Rougham\RGH 090 

Forfarmers, Rougham, TT\Photographs 

 

Finds and environmental archive: SACIC Store Needham Market 
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Appendix 1. Context List 

Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Number 
Feature 
Type Category Description Length Width Depth Interpretation 

0001 2 0001 Ditch Cut Linear in plan, E-W alignment, shallow sloping 
sides, concave base, single fill 

NA 1.15 0.22 Cut of undated ditch, single fill 

0002 2 0001 Ditch Fill Mid grey brown firm silty clay, with occasional 
mid-large sub-angular and sub-round flints and 
pebbles.  Clear horizon, single fill, no finds 

NA 1.15 0.22 Single fill of undated ditch 

0003 3 0003 Posthole Cut Oval in plan with shallow sloping sides and a 
concave base, possibly related to posthole 
[0005] to south, single fill 

0.54 0.54 0.18 Cut of undated posthole, single fill 

0004 3 0003 Posthole Fill Mid grey brown soft silty sand with occasional 
small sub-round pebbles and frequent charcoal 
flecks.  Clear horizon, single fill.  No finds 

0.54 0.54 0.18 Single fill of undated posthole 

0005 3 0005 Posthole Cut Oval in plan with gently sloping sides and a 
concave base, possibly related to posthole 
[0003] to north, single fill 

0.50 0.40 0.10 Cut of undated posthole, single fill 

0006 3 0005 Posthole Fill Mid grey brown soft silty sand with occasional 
small sub-round pebbles and frequent charcoal 
flecks, clear horizon, single fill, no finds 

0.50 0.40 0.10 Single fill of undated posthole 

0007 5 0007 Ditch Cut Linear in plan with E- W alignment, shallow 
sloping sides, concave base, single fill 

NA 0.76 0.20 Cut of undated ditch, single fill 

0008 5 0007 Ditch Fill Mid grey brown soft silty sand with occasional 
small sub-angular and sub round flints and 
pebbles.  Clear horizon, single fill, no finds 

NA 0.76 0.20 Single fill of undated ditch 

0009 6 0009 Pit Cut Oval in plan with shallow sloping sides and a flat 
base, single fill 

0.70 0.60 0.08 Cut of undated pit, single fill 

0010 6 0009 Pit Fill Mid grey brown slightly clayey silt with 
occasional small sub round pebbles and charcoal 
flecks, clear horizon, single fill, no finds 

0.70 0.60 0.08 Single fill of undated pit 



 

Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Number 
Feature 
Type Category Description Length Width Depth Interpretation 

0011 7 0011 Ditch Cut Linear in plan with SW - NE alignment, 
moderately steep sides, concave base, single fill 

0.90 ex 0.80 0.22 Cut of undated ditch, single fill 

0012 7 0011 Ditch Fill Mid grey brown soft sandy silt with occasional 
small-mid sub-angular and sub-round flints and 
pebbles, clear horizon, single fill, no finds 

0.90 ex 0.80 0.22 Single fill of undated ditch 
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the total 0.8ha site) was evaluated to assess the quantity, quality and 
extent of any surviving archaeological deposits within a ploughed 
field. The evaluation has identified an undated archaeological horizon 
at a depth ranging from 0.33m in Trench 1 to 0.65m in Trench 5, 
sealed below a modern ploughsoil and a single subsoil layer. 
Archaeological features sparsely populate six of the seven trenches, 
however no finds were present within their fills. All of the features 
were relatively shallow in depth (0.22m max) which suggests that 
demolition work of the former World War II airbase together with the 
modern ploughing regime is likely to have truncated the archaeology, 
with only the bases of the features surviving. 
Start: 01-02-2016 End: 02-02-2016 

No / Not known 

DC/14/2164 - Planning Application No. 

Type of project Field evaluation 
Site status None 
Current Land use Cultivated Land 3 - Operations to a depth more than 0.25m 
Monument type DITCH Uncertain 
Monument type PIT Uncertain 

Page 1 of 3OASIS FORM - Print view

01/03/2016



Monument type POSTHOLE Uncertain 
Significant Finds NONE None 
Methods & 
techniques ''''Sample Trenches'''' 

Development 
type Rural commercial 

Prompt Planning condition 

Project location 
Country England

Site location SUFFOLK ST EDMUNDSBURY RUSHBROOKE WITH 
ROUGHAM Office Block, ForFarmers 

Study area 0.8 Hectares 

Site coordinates TL 8940 6416 52.24251612238 0.774458410341 52 14 33 N 000 46 
28 E Point 

Height OD / 
Depth Min: 62m Max: 62m 

Project creators 
Name of 
Organisation Suffolk Archaeology CIC 

Project brief 
originator

Local Authority Archaeologist and/or Planning Authority/advisory 
body 

Project design 
originator Rachael Abraham 

Project 
director/manager Rhodri Gardner 

Project 
supervisor Simon Cass 

Type of 
sponsor/funding 
body

Client 

Name of 
sponsor/funding 
body

ForFarmers (UK) Ltd 

Project archives 
Physical Archive 
Exists? No 

Digital Archive 
recipient Suffolk HER 

Digital Contents ''Stratigraphic'',''Survey'' 
Digital Media 
available

''Images raster / digital photography'',''Images 
vector'',''Spreadsheets'',''Survey'',''Text'',''GIS'',''Database'' 
Suffolk HER 

Page 2 of 3OASIS FORM - Print view

01/03/2016



Paper Archive 
recipient
Paper Contents ''Survey'' 
Paper Media 
available

''Context sheet'',''Photograph'',''Plan'',''Report'',''Section'',''Survey 
'',''Unpublished Text'' 

Project 
bibliography 1

Publication type Grey literature (unpublished document/manuscript)

Title Office Block, ForFarmers, Fred Castle Way, Rougham Industrial 
Estate, Rougham, Suffolk 

Author(s)/Editor
(s) Schofield, T. P. 

Other 
bibliographic 
details

2016/011 

Date 2016 
Issuer or 
publisher Suffolk Archaeology CIC 

Place of issue or 
publication Needham Market 

Description A4 Bound Report. 
URL http://suffolkarchaeology.co.uk/ 

Entered by Tim Schofield (tim.schofield@suffolkarchaeology.co.uk)
Entered on 1 March 2016

OASIS:
Please e-mail Historic England for OASIS help and advice 
© ADS 1996-2012 Created by Jo Gilham and Jen Mitcham, email Last modified Wednesday 9 
May 2012
Cite only: http://www.oasis.ac.uk/form/print.cfm for this page

Page 3 of 3OASIS FORM - Print view

01/03/2016



 

Appendix 3. Written Scheme of Investigation 
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