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Summary 
 
Archaeological evaluation of land off Station Road, Reedham was undertaken by SACIC 

on behalf of Badger Building Ltd, in advance of a proposed development of new dwellings 

on former agricultural land on the edge of the village of Reedham, Norfolk. 

 

Seven archaeological evaluation trenches were excavated. Eight ditches and three pits 

were encountered, indicating an agricultural landscape. One of the ditches contained a 

pot sherd dating to the 1st century AD. The other features were undated, but are likely to 

be of a similar Late Iron Age – early Roman date based on stratigraphic and spatial 

relationships. 
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1. Introduction 

 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land off Station Road, Reedham, Norfolk 

(Fig. 1) with work commencing on 22nd November 2016 and concluding on 24th 

November. The work was carried out as a condition of planning application 20151061. 

The site is centred on grid reference TG 41539 01956 and is between 4.322m Above 

Ordnance Datum and 8.437m AOD. The work was carried out to a Written Scheme of 

Investigation prepared by Rhodri Gardner of Suffolk Archaeology CIC (SACIC, Appendix 

3) which adheres to a generic brief for archaeological evaluation prepared by Ken 

Hamilton of Norfolk County Council Historic Environment Service (NCC, 2015). The work 

was commissioned and funded by Badger Building Ltd.  

 

Planning permission was granted by NCC for the construction of 24 new residential 

dwellings along with associated road and services (planning application number 

20151061). The groundworks required are liable to damage or destroy any underlying 

archaeological deposits, therefore the purpose of the trial trenching was to assess the 

archaeological potential of the development site prior to the commencement of 

construction. A 5% (500²) sample of the site was examined by trial trench. 
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2. Geology and topography 

The site is situated on the west side of the village of Reedham, on an area of open arable 

land. The proposed development measures 1ha and covers the west side of a field at 

Ferry Farm. The site is bounded to the west by Station Road, to the north by a housing 

estate, to the east by open arable land and to the south by large gardens and residential 

dwellings. The river Yare lies approximately 400m to the south of the site. 

 

The underlying geology of the site is described by the British Geological Survey 1:50,000 

mapping (BGS 2017) as Crag Group sand and gravels, comprising a suite of shallow-

water marine and estuarine sands, gravels, silts and clays deposited on the southwest 

flank of the North Sea Basin. The sands are characteristically dark green from glauconite 

but weather bright orange with haematite 'iron pans'. Superficial deposits of Happisburgh 

Glacigenic Formation been recorded in the eastern part of the site. These are comprised 

of diamictons, sand and gravels and sand containing laminated silts and clays. 
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3. Archaeology and historical background 

 
A search of the County Historic Environment Record (HER) within a 500m radius of the 

site identified fifteen entries. The full results of the search are held in the digital project 

archive. A summary of these entries is presented in Table 1, below. 

 

Prehistoric 

 

Evidence for prehistoric activity in the vicinity of the site is scarce, although this may be a 

reflection of a lack of archaeological work within the search radius of the site, rather than 

an actual lack of prehistoric activity. An early Neolithic flint flake was identified as a stray 

find within 500m of the site (MNF66020). 

 

Unknown 

 

Cropmarks of a possible trackway and linear ditches of unknown date are visible on aerial 

photographs. Two parallel curving ditch cropmarks are present on a roughly west to east 

alignment. They are spaced approximately 4m apart and may define a narrow trackway. 

Lying across the trackway on a different alignment are linear ditch cropmarks that appear 

to form part of a rectilinear enclosure. Although the width of this possible enclosure 

appears to be 22m, it is too incomplete for its full dimensions to be determined. A further 

section of linear ditch cropmark lies to the southwest of this group (MNF55029). 

Medieval 

Metal detecting in 2008 and 2009 recovered a number of metal objects dating to the 

Medieval and Post medieval periods. Finds included a medieval candlestick, medieval-

post medieval copper alloy weight, lead, a post medieval mount (MNF57368), medieval 

weight, medieval/post medieval weight, post medieval buckle, harness mount, bale seal 

and a post medieval coin (MNF57457). A 14th to 15th century monumental brass (a 

decorated finial with crockets) was found in the garden at number 23, Freethorpe Road, 

to the north (MNF28509). 

 

Cropmarks of a possible former medieval to post medieval road are visible on aerial 

photographs. An L-shaped negative cropmark is present on a southwest to northeast and 

northwest to southeast alignment. The longer arm of the cropmark aligns with the route 
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of an existing road, ‘Riverside’ and probably represents its former course. The roads 

appear to be shown on their present alignment on Faden’s 1797 county map. If this 

cropmark does relate to a former road it is probable that it is of medieval to early post 

medieval date (MNF54955). 

 

Post medieval 

 

Two groups of earthwork pits, possibly relating to post medieval clay extraction, are visible 

on aerial photographs.  The pits are rectangular in plan and measure approximately 6m 

long by 2m wide. They are arranged in a regular, interlocking pattern, with each pit 

separated by a narrow baulk. A main group of pits is present along the bank of the River 

Yare. A further small group of about 8 pits is located to its northwest. It is likely that they 

are extraction pits of post medieval date, possibly for clay, but their exact function is 

unclear. Additional groups of pits are present further to the east (NHER 10423, 49349). 

The individual pits were not mapped and only the extent of the groups was recorded. 

 

A watching brief in 2008, carried out on behalf of Broadland Environmental Services 

Limited, identified and recorded the presence of a post-medieval brick clamp which has 

been preserved in situ (MNF57850). 

 

The Norfolk railway line opened in 1844 as the Norwich and Yarmouth Railway; but from 

1845 was the Norwich and Brandon Railway before the combined line became the Norfolk 

Railway, later the Eastern Counties, and then part of the Great Eastern. It is still in use 

today. The railway line is important because it had Cook and Wheastone telegraph from 

its opening and was thus the first block system in Britain. Additionally, the Trowse swing 

bridge was one of the first in the world and was reconstructed in 1905 before being rebuilt 

in 1987 as the first overhead-electric swing bridge (MNF13571). 

 

A World War II searchlight battery is visible on aerial photographs dating to between 1944 

and 1945. It is also thought that a cropmark relates to a searchlight site dating to between 

1914 to 1918 (MNF10425). 
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MonUID Date Description Easting Northing 
MNF66020 Neolithic In 2013 an Early Neolithic flint flake was recovered as a stray find. 641  301 

MNF28509 Medieval Number 23, Freethorpe Road: Part of the canopy of a 14th to 15th century monumental 
brass (a decorated finial with crockets) was found in the garden in 1991. 

64141  30239 

MNF54955 Medieval to Post 
Medieval 

Cropmarks of a possible former medieval to post medieval road are visible on aerial 
photographs. An L-shaped negative cropmark is present on a southwest to northeast 
and northwest to southeast alignment. The longer arm of the cropmark aligns with the 
route of an existing road, ‘Riverside’ and probably represents its former course. The 
roads appear to be shown on their present alignment on Faden’s 1797 county map. If 
this cropmark does relate to a former road it is probable that it is of medieval to early 
post medieval date. 

64167  30173 

MNF57368 Medieval and post 
medieval 

Metal detecting in 2008 recovered a number of metal objects dating to the Medieval 
and Post medieval periods. Finds included a medieval candlestick, medieval-post 
medieval copper alloy weight, lead and a post medieval mount. 

641 301 

MNF57457 Medieval and post 
medieval 

Metal detecting in 2008 and 2009 recovered a number of metal objects including a 
medieval weight, medieval/post medieval weight, post medieval buckle, harness 
mount, bale seal and post medieval coin. 

641  301 

MNF11579 Post medieval The Methodist Church is a non-conformist extant chapel dating from 1540 AD to 1900 
AD. 

64192  30182 

MNF11581 Post medieval Witton Green Farm (The Longhouse) is an unusual brick house, a late variant of the 
lobby-entrance plan with the living room and a separately heated withdrawing room to 
one side of the chimney stack and a kitchen and dairy to the other; but throughout the 
beams are ornamentally moulded. Two occurrences of the date 1680 on fireplaces may 
well date the house although some of the decoration might seem a little earlier.  
Georgian remodelling to a very small degree.  To the west are two barns, one dated 
1774, now converted to housing. 

64181  30242 

MNF11583 Post medieval The Cedars: A late 18th century brick house with a wooden dentilled cornice, a 
Georgian doorcase and servants' quarters at the rear. 

64164  30229 

MNF13571 Post medieval Norfolk Railway (Yarmouth, Norwich and Brandon) 
This line opened in 1844 as the Norwich and Yarmouth Railway; but from 1845 was 
the Norwich and Brandon Railway before the combined line became the Norfolk 
Railway, later the Eastern Counties, and then part of the Great Eastern. It is still in use 
today. The railway line is important because it had Cook and Wheastone telegraph 
from its opening and was thus the first block system in Britain. Additionally, the Trowse 
swing bridge was one of the first in the world and was reconstructed in 1905 before 
being rebuilt in 1987 as the first overhead-electric swing bridge. 

  

MNF47550 Post medieval Railway Inn, formerly Top House, 17 The Havaker:  A mid-19th century two storey brick 
public house with a central pilastered doorway, a slate roof and a central chimney. 
 

641408  302174 
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Table 1. Summary of HER monuments within a 500m radius of the site 

 
 
 

MonUID Date Description Easting Northing 
MNF54952 Post medieval Two groups of earthwork pits, possibly relating to post medieval clay extraction, are 

visible on aerial photographs.  The pits are rectangular in plan and measure 
approximately 6m long by 2m wide. They are arranged in a regular, interlocking pattern, 
with each pit separated by a narrow baulk. A main group of pits is present along the 
bank of the River Yare. A further small group of about 8 pits is located to its northwest. 
It is likely that they are extraction pits of post medieval date, possibly for clay, but their 
exact function is unclear. Additional groups of pits are present further to the east (NHER 
10423, 49349). The individual pits were not mapped and only the extent of the groups 
was recorded. 

64156  30157 

MNF57850 Post medieval A watching brief in 2008, carried out on behalf of Broadland Environmental Services 
Limited, identified and recorded the presence of a post-medieval brick clamp which 
has been preserved in situ. Recent study of aerial photographs has revealed 
evidence of adjacent clay pits. 

641480  301539 

MNF10425 Post medieval: 
World War I and 
World War II 

A World War II searchlight battery is visible on aerial photographs dating to between 
1944 and 1945. It is also thought that a cropmark relates to a searchlight site dating to 
between 1914 to 1918. 

64153 30246 

MNF48552 Post medieval to 
modern 

The Warren, 62 Riverside: Originally a two room cottage with attics above, heightened 
in the early 20th century, when an extension and catslide were added and the stairs 
replaced. 

641851  301698 

MNF55029 Unknown Cropmarks of a possible trackway and linear ditches of unknown date are visible on 
aerial photographs. Two parallel curving ditch cropmarks are present on a roughly west 
to east alignment. They are spaced approximately 4m apart and may define a narrow 
trackway. Lying across the trackway on a different alignment are linear ditch cropmarks 
that appear to form part of a rectilinear enclosure. Although the width of this possible 
enclosure appears to be 22m, it is too incomplete for its full dimensions to be 
determined. A further section of linear ditch cropmark lies to the southwest of this group.  

64185  30233 
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4. Methodology 

A WSI document was prepared by SACIC (Appendix 3), the contents of which were 

approved by the NCC Historic Environment Service. 

 

Seven trenches, each measuring 30m x 1.8m were excavated. The trench locations are 

shown on Figure 2. 

 

The trenches were accurately located using a Global Positioning System (DGPS) (Leica 

GPS). 

 

The trenches were scanned prior to excavation using a Cable Avoidance Tool (CAT). 

 

Trenches were opened using a 360° tracked mechanical excavator equipped with a 1.8m 

wide bladed ditching bucket in order to provide a good clean cut.  Different layers of 

overburden were stored on opposite sides of the trench to facilitate sequential backfilling.  

Excavation was carried out under the continuous supervision of an archaeologist.  

Mechanical excavation ceased at the level where archaeological features became visible, 

or at the surface of the underlying drift geology, whichever was encountered first.  No 

access was allowed to trenches in excess of 1.20m in depth. 

 

Only undifferentiated topsoil and subsoil layers were removed by machine and were kept 

separately. The excavation was taken, in spits of no more than 0.25m, down to the top of 

the first significant archaeological horizon or the top of the underlying geology, whichever 

was uppermost.  

 

Discrete archaeological features were manually excavated in order to recover evidence 

for their date, form and function.  All artefactual evidence was retained with a ‘no discard’ 

policy operated on-site.   

 

Contextual information was recorded in a ‘unique continuous’ numbering system on 

SCCAS Field Team ‘pro-forma’ context sheets under the HER code ENF 141548.    

 

Plans and sections drawings were executed in pencil on A3-sized sheets of plastic 

drafting film at scales of 1:50 (plans) and 1:20 (section drawings).  Features and levels 
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were surveyed using a DGPS. 

 

A photographic record, comprising high resolution digital shots only, was maintained 

throughout the evaluation.     

 

Where appropriate, bulk soil-samples were taken from a suitable feature fills to facilitate 

palaeoenvironmental analysis. 

 

A metal detector search was undertaken across a sample of the trenches, covering both 

the upcast spoil and the exposed surface of the trenches.   

 

On conclusion of the excavation, the spoil was backfilled by machine, in appropriate 

sequence, spread evenly and compacted to ensure a surface flush or nearly flush with 

the ground surface. 

 

Site data has been input onto an MS Access database and recorded using the County 

HER code ENF 141548. An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference 

no. suffolka1-272675 Appendix 2) and a digital copy of the report submitted for inclusion 

on the Archaeology Data Service database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/ 

greylit). The site archive will be kept at the SACIC office in Needham Market until it is 

deposited with the County archives under HER code ENF 141548. 
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5. Results 

5.1 Introduction 

 
Seven trenches, each measuring 30m x 1.80m were excavated. Their locations are 
shown on Figure 2. Archaeological features were identified in six of the trenches. Only 
trench 2 was devoid of archaeology. A list of all contexts encountered during the 
evaluation can be found in Appendix 1. 

5.2 Trench results 

 

Geology and Overburden 

 

The natural (Crag Group sand and gravels) was identified on a natural slope, from 

northeast to southwest. It was located at a maximum height of 8.437m AOD in Trench 7, 

and a minimum height of 4.322m AOD in Trench 1. It comprised bright orange and yellow 

sand and gravels with patches of orange-brown clay. 

 

The natural was overlain by a layer of subsoil comprised of mid greyish brown silty clay, 

which measured a thickness of 0.20m and contained occasional small rounded stones. 

The subsoil was overlain by a layer of topsoil, comprised of mid greyish brown silty clay 

measuring a thickness of 0.20 – 0.30m. 

 

Trench 1 (Figure 3, plates 1, 2 and 3) 

 

Trench 1 was located in the southwest corner of the site, at the bottom of the natural 

slope. It was oriented northwest / southeast. All contexts encountered in Trench 1 have 

been summarised in Table 2, below. 

 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0001 Cut Ditch terminus 5.00 0.65 0.25 4.322 

0002 Fill Single fill 5.00 0.65 0.25 4.322 

0003 Cut Ditch 1.6 0.8 0.35 4.550 

0004 Fill Single fill 1.6 0.8 0.35 4.550 

Table 2: Trench 1 list of recorded contexts 

 
The northwest terminus of a northwest-southeast oriented ditch 0001 was identified in the 

southeast end of the trench. The ditch measured a length greater than 5.00m by a width 
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of 0.65m and had a depth of 0.25m. It had moderately steep sides and a concave base 

and contained a single fill 0002 comprised of mid reddish brown soft silty sand with 

frequent gravel inclusions. No dating evidence was recovered from the ditch terminus. 

 

An east-west oriented ditch 0003 was identified 3.45m north of 0001. This measured a 

length greater than 1.6m by a width of 0.80m and had a depth of 0.35m. It had a similar 

profile to terminus 0001, with moderately steep sides and a concave base. It contained a 

single fill 0004 comprised of mid reddish brown soft silty sand with frequent gravel 

inclusions. No datable material was collected from the ditch. 

 

 

 
Plate 1. Trench 1 facing northwest 
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Plate 2. NW facing section of Ditch 0001 
 

 
Plate 3. Northwest facing section of ditch 0003 
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Trench 2 

 

Trench 2 was situated in the southern central part of the site, on a northeast-southwest 

orientation. The natural was encountered at 4.871m AOD. No archaeological finds or 

features were identified in Trench 2. There was no evidence of truncation in this trench 

and the natural and subsoil horizons remained intact. 

 

Trench 3 (Figure 4, plates 4, 5, 6 and 7) 

 

Trench 3 was located in the southeast part of the site, on a northwest-southeast 

orientation. Three features were identified in Trench 3. The contexts are summarised in 

Table 3, below. 

 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0005 Cut Ditch 1.6 0.7 0.15 7.787 

0006 Fill Single fill of 
0005 

1.6 0.7 0.15 7.787 

0007 Cut Double-ditch 1.6 2.1 0.4 7.762 

0008 Fill Single fill of 
0007 

1.6 2.1 0.4 7.762 

0009 Cut Elongated pit 1.1 0.5 0.2 7.929 

0010 Fill Single pit fill 1.1 0.5 0.2 7.929 

Table 3: Trench 3 list of recorded contexts 

 

A ditch 0005 on a roughly east-west orientation had moderately steep concave sloped 

sides and a shallow concave base. It measured a length greater than 1.6m by a width of 

0.7m and had a depth of 0.15m. It contained a single pale yellowish brown soft silty sand 

with few small gravel inclusions. No dating evidence was retrieved. 

 

3m north of ditch 0006 there was a large double ditched feature 0007 oriented east-west. 

It measured a length greater than 1.6m and had a lowered central level. 2.1m wide and 

0.4m deep, with both flanking ditches being excavated to the same depth. They had 

moderately sloped straight sides and a shallow concave base with a flat central area 

between the two channels. The fills in all three areas were the same and the feature was 

assigned a single cut number as it appears more likely that it was excavated as a single 

feature rather than a ditch with two recuts. The fill 0008 comprised a mid-brown sandy 

clayey silt with occasional small/medium gravel inclusions. No datable material was 



16 

recovered. 

 

5m north of 0007 there was an elongated ovoid pit 0009, orientated approximately 

northwest/southeast with vertical sides at the north, becoming a gradual slope at the 

southern end.  It measured a length of 1.1m by a width of 0.5m and had a depth of 0.2m. 

The single fill 0008 was comprised of mid brown sandy clayey silt containing occasional 

small/medium gravel inclusions. No dating evidence was retrieved. 
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Plate 4. Trench 3 facing northwest 

 

 
Plate 5. Trench 3, northeast facing section of Ditch 0005 
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Plate 6. Trench 3, Northeast facing section of double-ditch 0007 

 
 

 
Plate 7. Trench 3, Southwest facing section of pit 0009 
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Trench 4 (Figure 5, Plates 8 and 9) 

 

Trench 4 was located in the centre of the site, on a northeast-southwest orientation. All 

contexts encountered in Trench 4 are summarised in Table 4, below. 

 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0019 Cut Pit cut 2.1 0.9 0.4 6.130 

0020 Fill Single pit fill 2.1 0.9 0.4 6.130 

Table 4: Trench 4 list of recorded contexts 

 

A single pit 0019 was identified in the centre of Trench 4, extending beyond the northwest 

limit of the trench. It measured a length of 2.1m and a width of 0.9m and measured a 

depth of 0.40m. It had steep, almost vertical sides and a flat base. The pit contained a 

single undated fill, comprised of mid-brown loose sandy silt with frequent flints and gravel 

inclusions. 

 

Plate 8. Trench 4, looking southwest  
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Plate 9. Trench 4, southeast facing section of pit 0019 
  



0020

S.10

Topsoil

Subsoil

W E

0019

0019

S.10

Trench continues for approx.

9m - no archaeology

Trench continues for approx.

12.5m - no archaeology

Figure 5. Trench 4, plan and section

N

Plan Scale 1:50

0 2.50m1.00m1.00m 2.00m0

Section Scale 1:40

Tr. 5

Tr. 4

Tr. 1 Tr. 2

Tr. 3

Tr. 6

Tr. 7

0                  25m

N



23 

Trench 5 (Figure 6, Plates 10, 11 and 12) 

 

Trench 5 was situated in the northwest part of the site, on a northeast-southwest 

orientation. Two features were identified. All contexts encountered in Trench 5 are 

summarised in Table 5, below. 

 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0021 Cut Ditch 1.6 1.05 0.45 4.810 

0022 Fill Single ditch fill 1.6 1.05 0.45 4.810 

0023 Cut Pit 1.8 0.8 0.4 5.048 

0024 Fill Single pit fill 1.8 0.8 0.4 5.048 

Table 5: Trench 5 list of recorded contexts 

 
A ditch 0021 was identified in the southwest end of the trench, on an approximate north-

south orientation. It measured a length greater than 1.60m and a width of 1.05m and had 

a depth of 0.45m. It had steeply sloped sides and a shallow concave base, and contained 

a single fill 0022 comprised of mid-brown sandy clayey silt with occasional small/medium 

gravel inclusions. No dating evidence was recovered from the fill. 

 

Approximately 2m northeast of ditch 0021 was an elongated ovoid pit 0023. It measured 

a length of 1.80m by a width of 0.80m and had a depth of 0.40m. It had straight steeply 

sloped sides and a concave base and contained a single fill 0024 comprised of mid brown 

sandy clayey silt with occasional small/medium gravel inclusions. This feature was also 

undated. 

 

Plate 10. Trench 5, southeast facing section of ditch 0021 
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Plate 11. Trench 5 looking northeast 
 

 

 
Plate 12. Trench 5, southwest facing section of pit 0022 

  



0022

S.11

E W

Topsoil
0024

S.12

N S

0021

0023

0023

0021

S.12

S.11

Figure 6. Trench 5, plan and sections

N

Plan Scale 1:50

0 2.50m1.00m1.00m 2.00m0

Section Scale 1:40

Trench continues for approx.

22.5m - no archaeology

Tr. 5

Tr. 4

Tr. 1 Tr. 2

Tr. 3

Tr. 6

Tr. 7

0                  25m

N



26 

Trench 6 (Figure 7, Plates 13 and 14) 
 
Trench 6 was situated in the north central part of the site, on a northwest-southeast 

orientation. All contexts encountered in Trench 6 are summarised in Table 6, below. 

 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0017 Cut Ditch 1.6 0.6 0.18 6.868 

0018 Fill Single fill 1.6 0.6 0.18 6.868 

Table 6: Trench 6 list of recorded contexts 

 
A single ditch 0017 on an east-west orientation crossed through the middle of Trench 6. 

It measured a length greater than 1.6m by a width of 0.60m and had a depth of 0.18m. It 

had a shallow bowl shaped profile, with moderately sloped sides and a shallow concave 

base. It contained a single fill 0018 comprised of mid brown sandy clayey silt containing 

occasional small/medium gravel inclusions. No dating evidence was retrieved. 
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Plate 13. Trench 6 looking southwest 

 

 
Plate 14. Trench 6, northeast facing section of ditch 0017 
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Trench 7 (Figure 8, plates 15, 16, 17 and 18) 
 

 
Context 

 
Type 

 
Interpretation 

Length 
m 

Width 
m 

Depth m Height  
m AOD 

0011 Cut Ditch cut 1.6 1.05 0.12 8.437 

0012 Fill Fill of 0011 1.6 1.05 0.12 8.437 

0013 Cut Ditch 1.6 1.0 0.12 8.072 

0014 Fill Fill of 0013 1.6 1.0 0.12 8.072 

0015 Cut Ditch 17.5 0.4 0.35 7.755 

0016 Fill Fill of 0015 17.5 0.4 0.35 7.755 

Table 7: Trench 7 list of recorded contexts 

 

Ditch 0017 appeared to continue northeast into Trench 7 (cut 0015), where it was visible 

in plan throughout the southwestern half of the trench. It measured a length greater than 

17.5m by a width of 0.4m and had a depth of 0.35m. The ditch remained linear, with a 

northeast-southwest orientation. It was only present as a very shallow mark in the soil 

along the base of the trench; The profile was recorded from the western end of the trench. 

The profile revealed moderately steep stepped sides and a shallow concave base. It 

contained a single fill 0016 comprised of mid brown sandy clayey silt, containing 

occasional small/medium gravel inclusions. 

 

Ditch 0015 appeared to be truncated by Ditch 0013, but the relationship was slightly 

uncertain due to the shallow nature of Ditch 0015 where they intersected. Ditch 0013 was 

oriented northwest-southeast and measured a length greater than 1.6m by a width of 

0.4m and had a depth of 0.35m. It had a very shallow profile, with gradually sloped sides 

and a flat base. The single fill 0014 was comprised of mid brown sandy clayey silt 

containing occasional small/medium gravel inclusions. A single sherd of pottery was 

recovered from the fill. It belongs to a Late Iron Age – early Roman storage jar made from 

a typical grog tempered fabric, which characterises the Iron Age – Roman transition. In 

Suffolk, grog tempered fabrics appear during the 1st century AD and the sherd displays 

character traits most likely dating it to the 1st century AD. 

Another ditch 0011 was located 10.6m northeast of ditch 0013, on the same northwest-

southeast alignment. It measured a length greater than 1.6m by a width of 1.05m and had 

a depth of 0.12m. It was very shallow, with gently curved sides and a flattish base and 

contained a single mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional small/medium gravel 

inclusions. No dating evidence was present in the fill, but it’s alignment and location 

(running parallel to Ditch 0013) suggest it may be of a similar Late Iron Age – Early Roman 

date. 
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Plate 15. Trench 7 looking northeast 

 
 

 
Plate 16. Trench 7, southeast facing section of ditch 0011 



32 

 

Plate 17. Trench 7, southeast facing section of ditch 0013 
 

 

 
Plate 18. Trench 7, northeast facing section of ditch 0015 
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5.3 Phasing 

 
Only a single ditch 0013 could be dated by artefactual evidence; This ditch was dated to 

the 1st Century AD. However, the location of ditch 0011 on the same orientation and 

running parallel to ditch 0013 may suggest it belonged to the same phase. 

 

Ditch 0015/0017 was tentatively proven to be stratigraphically earlier than 0013. Both 

ditches contained similar fills comprised of mid brown sandy clayey silt.  

 

All of the other features could not be dated stratigraphically, but had similar character 

traits. The pits were all of a similar size and shape, and the ditches had similar profiles 

and fills to each other. 

 

Most of the ditches were on the same alignment, either oriented northwest-southeast or 

northeast-southwest, perhaps suggesting they were all part of the same rectilinear field 

system. None of the ditches are visible on OS mapping dating from 1884 to the present. 
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6. Finds and environmental evidence 

Ioannis Smyrnaios 

6.1 Introduction 

The evaluation produced a single sherd of pottery, which is discussed in the following 

section of this report. The bulk finds catalogue is presented in Table 8, below. 

 
Context Pottery Spotdate 

 No. Wt/g  

0014 1 68 Pre 

Total 1 68  

Table 8. Finds quantities 

 

6.2 The Pottery 

The only find from site is a thick pottery sherd weighing 68 grams. The sherd was 

recovered in fill 0014. It belongs to a Late Iron Age – early Roman storage jar made from 

a typical grog tempered fabric, which characterises the Iron Age – Roman transition. In 

Suffolk, grog tempered fabrics appear during the 1st century AD and they are inspired 

from Belgic grog tempered wheel-finished pottery, mainly urns and storage jars, which 

were popular further southwards from as early as the 1st century BC.  This specific sherd 

is tempered with large pieces of grog, often exceeding 5 mm in diameter, and still retains 

some typical Iron Age impurities, such as rare thrashed flint and moderate carbonaceous 

inclusions that characterise finer Romanising fabrics. The sherd most likely dates in the 

1st century AD. 
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7. Discussion 

 

Overview of stratigraphic sequence 

 

The natural (Crag Group sand and gravels) was identified on a natural slope, from 

northeast to southwest. It was located at a maximum height of 8.437m AOD in Trench 7, 

and a minimum height of 4.322m AOD in Trench 1. It comprised bright orange and yellow 

sand and gravels with patches of orange-brown clay. 

 

The natural was overlain by a layer of subsoil comprised of mid greyish brown silty clay, 

which measured a thickness of 0.20m and contained occasional small rounded stones. 

The subsoil was immediately overlain by a layer of topsoil, comprised of mid greyish 

brown silty clay measuring a thickness of 0.20 – 0.30m. 

 

Deposit survival and existing impacts 

 

In all seven trenches the archaeological horizon and the subsoil showed no visible sign 

of truncation or disturbance. However, all of the features identified were very shallow and 

given the site’s use as farmland for many years, it is likely that the tops of features have 

been removed during ploughing. 

 

The archaeological remains 

 

Eight ditches and three pits were identified during the evaluation. The archaeological 

features appeared to be distributed fairly evenly across the site, with only Trench 2 in the 

central southern part of the site devoid of archaeology. 

 

Only a single ditch could be dated by artefactual evidence; This was based on a pot sherd 

dating to the Iron Age – Roman transition, most likely the 1st Century AD. Although there 

was no other dating evidence, another ditch on the same orientation 11m away is likely 

to belong to the same phase. The Late Iron Age – Early Roman ditch appeared to truncate 

an earlier ditch running perpendicular on a northeast-southwest alignment, although this 

relationship was slightly unclear. 
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Most of the ditches were on the same alignment, either oriented northwest-southeast or 

northeast-southwest, perhaps suggesting they belonged to the same rectilinear field 

system. All of the ditches predate 1884, as they are absent on OS mapping dating from 

1884 to the present. 

 

A large double ditched feature was identified in the east part of the site. It was 2.1m wide 

and 0.4m deep, although it was probably originally much deeper than this taking into 

account overburden removed during ploughing activity. The double ditch is not 

encountered in Trench 1, indicating it terminates somewhere to the southwest of Trench 

3. It is situated perpendicular to the two parallel ditches identified in Trench 7 (one of 

which was dated the 1st century AD). 

 

Three undated pits were identified scattered across the site. These were all of a similar 

ovoid shape and contained similar fills of mid-brown loose sandy silt with frequent flints 

and gravel inclusions. 
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8. Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

 
The evaluation identified eleven archaeological features; eight ditches (including a large 

double ditch) and three pits. One of the ditches was dated to the 1st century AD. All of the 

other features were undated, but based on stratigraphic and spatial relationships are 

thought to belong to the same Late Iron Age – Early Roman period. 

 

The archaeological horizon was at a depth of between 0.30m and 0.50m from the topsoil 

surface level, so any intrusive ground works taking place at this level are likely to impact 

upon the archaeological horizon. 
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9. Archive deposition 

 
The site archive will be kept at the SACIC office in Needham Market until it is deposited 

with the County HER, maintained by Norfolk County Council. 
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Appendix 1. Context List 

 
Context 
Number 

Feature 
Number 

Feature 
Type 

Category Description Interpretation 

1 1 Ditch Cut Ditch terminus, moderately steep sloped sides to a 
shallow concave base, orientated approximately 
northwest/southeast. 

Shallow ditch terminus. 

2 1 Ditch Fill Mid reddish bown soft silty sand with frequent gravel 
inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0001. 

3 3 Ditch Cut Linear ditch, orientated approximately east-west with 
moderately sloped concave sides to a shallow concave 
base. 

East-west orientated ditch 

4 3 Ditch Fill Mid reddish bown soft silty sand with frequent gravel 
inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0003. No finds. 

5 5 Ditch Cut East-west orientaed dithc in Trench 5 with moderately 
steep concave sloped sides to a shallow concave base. 

Shallow east-west orientated ditch. 

6 5 Ditch Fill Pale yellowish bown soft silty sand with few small gravel 
inclusions. 

  

7 7 Ditch Cut East-west orientated double ditch with a lowered central 
level. 2.1m wide and 0.4m deep, with both flanking 
ditches being excavated to the same depth, with 
moderately sloped straight sides to a shallow concave 
base with a flat central area between the two chanels. 

East-west orientated double ditch with two deeper 
flanking ditches and a central level that has been 
excavated into the underlying natural geology. The 
fills in all three areas were the same and the 
feature has been assigned a single cut number as 
it appears more likely that it was excavated as a 
single feature rather than a ditch with two recuts. 

8 7 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of double-ditch feature 0007. 

9 9 Pit Cut Elongated ovoid pit, orientated approximately 
northwest/southeast with vertical sides ot the north, 
becoming a gradual slope at the southern end. 

Elongated pit. 

10 9 Pit Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of pit 0009. 

11 11 Ditch Cut Norht-south orientated ditch with gently sloping sides to 
a very shallow base. 

Shallow ditch 



 

Context 
Number 

Feature 
Number 

Feature 
Type 

Category Description Interpretation 

12 11 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0011. 

13 13 Ditch Cut Linear ditch feature orientated approximately north-
west/south-east crossing Trench 7. Shallow sloped sides 
to a shallow concave/flattish base. 

Shallow ditch, similar alignment with 0011 to the 
east. Contained pottery of uncertain prehistoric 
date. 

14 13 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. Contained a single 
sherd of uncertain date prehsitoric pottery. 

Fill of linear dtich feature 

15 15 Ditch Cut Linear ditch feature orientated approximately north-
east/south-west along 17.5m of Trench 7. only present 
as a very shallow mark in the soil alogn the base of the 
trench, so recorded profile is from the western end of the 
trench. Moderately steep stepped sides to a shallow 
concave base. 

Linear ditch, uncertain relationship with Ditch 0013 
due to shallow nature of Ditch 0015 where they 
intersect. 

16 15 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0017. 

17 17 Ditch Cut east-west orientated ditch crossing Trench 6. Moderately 
sloped sides to a shallow concave base. 

Ditch. 

18 17 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0017 

19 19 Pit Cut Steep/vertical sided pit in Trench 4. Approximately 
circular in plan, with steep sloped sides to a flat base. 
No finds recovered from the fill. 

Pit 

20 19 Pit Fill Mid brown loose sandy silt with frequent flints/gravel 
inclusions. Single fill of pit 0019. 

Fill of pit 0019. 

21 21 Ditch Cut Linear ditch in Trench 5. Orientated approximately north-
south with steep sloped sides to a shallow concave 
base. 

Ditch in Trench 5. 

22 21 Ditch Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of ditch 0021 

23 23 Pit Cut Elongated ovoid pit in Trench 5. Steep/vertical slopeds 
sides to a concave base, 

Pit in Trench 5. 

24   Pit Fill Mid brown sandy clayey silt with occasional 
small/medium gravel inclusions. 

Fill of pit 0023. 



 

Appendix 2. Oasis Form 

OASIS ID: suffolka1-272675 

 

Project details   

Project name An Archaeological Evaluation of Land off Station Road, Reedham, Norfolk  

  

Short description of 
the project 

Archaeological evaluation of land off Station Road, Reedham was 
undertaken by SACIC on behalf of Badger Building Ltd, in advance of a 
proposed development of new dwellings on former agricultural land on the 
edge of the village of Reedham, Norfolk. Seven archaeological evaluation 
trenches were excavated. Eight ditches and three pits were encountered, 
indicating an agricultural landscape. One of the ditches contained a pot 
sherd dating to the 1st century AD. The other features were undated, but 
are likely to be of a similar Late Iron Age - early Roman date based on 
stratigraphic and spatial relationships.  

  

Project dates Start: 22-11-2016 End: 24-11-2016  

  

Previous/future 
work 

No / Not known  

  

Any associated 
project reference 
codes 

ENF 141548 - Sitecode  

  

Any associated 
project reference 
codes 

20151061 - Planning Application No.  

  

Type of project Field evaluation  

  

Site status None  

  

Current Land use Cultivated Land 2 - Operations to a depth less than 0.25m  

  

Monument type FIELD SYSTEM Late Iron Age  

  

Monument type PITS Uncertain  

  

Significant Finds POTTERY Late Iron Age  

  

Methods & 
techniques 

''Sample Trenches''  

  

Development type Housing estate  



 

  

Prompt Planning condition  

  

Position in the 
planning process 

After full determination (eg. As a condition)  

  

 

Project location   

Country England 

Site location NORFOLK BROADLAND REEDHAM Land off Station Road, Reedham, 
Norfolk  

  

Postcode NR13 3SZ  

  

Study area 1 Hectares  

  

Site coordinates TG 41539 01956 52.561166681763 1.564070877606 52 33 40 N 001 33 
50 E Point  

  

Height OD / Depth Min: 4.32m Max: 8.44m  

  

 

Project creators   

Name of 
Organisation 

Suffolk Archaeology CIC  

  

Project brief 
originator 

Local Authority Archaeologist and/or Planning Authority/advisory body  

  

Project design 
originator 

Ken Hamilton  

  

Project 
director/manager 

Rhodri Gardner  

  

Project supervisor Simon Cass  

  

Type of 
sponsor/funding 
body 

Developer  

  

Name of 
sponsor/funding 
body 

Badger Building Ltd  

  



 

 

Project archives   

Physical Archive 
recipient 

Norfolk HER  

  

Physical Contents ''Ceramics''  

  

Digital Archive 
recipient 

Norfolk HER  

  

Digital Media 
available 

''Database'',''Images raster / digital 
photography'',''Spreadsheets'',''Survey'',''Text''  

  

Paper Archive 
recipient 

Norfolk HER  

  

Paper Media 
available 

''Context sheet'',''Drawing'',''Plan'',''Report'',''Section''  

  

 

Project 
bibliography 1 

 

 
Publication type 

Grey literature (unpublished document/manuscript) 

Title Land off Station Road, Reedham, Norfolk  

  

Author(s)/Editor(s) Cass, S. and Douglas, C.  

  

Other bibliographic 
details 

Suffolk Archaeology Report Number: 2016/099  

  

Date 2017  

  

Issuer or publisher Suffolk Archaeology CIC  

  

Place of issue or 
publication 

Needham Market, Suffolk  

  

Description One A4 paper bound report  

  

 

Entered by Catherine Douglas (catherine.douglas@suffolkarchaeology.co.uk) 

Entered on 6 January 2017 

 
 



 

Appendix 3. WSI: Land off Station Road, Reedham, Norfolk





 

Summary Project Details 

 
Site Name Land off Station Road 

Site Location/Parish Reedham 

Grid Reference  TG 416 019 

Access Off Station Road 

Planning Application No 20151061 

Event number ENF 141548 

OASIS ref.  264001 

Type: Trial trench evaluation 

Area  1 ha 

Project start date October 2016 (TBC) 

Fieldwork duration Up to 2 days (estimated) 

Number of personnel on site Up to 4 

 

 

Personnel and contact numbers 

 
SACIC Project Manager Rhodri Gardner 01449 900120 

Project Officer (first point of 

on-site contact) 

TBC TBC 

Curatorial Officer James Albone 01362 869279 

Consultant n/a n/a 

 

 

Emergency contacts 

 
Local Police Norfolk Constabulary 101 (999 in an emergency) 

Location of nearest A&E James Paget Hospital, Lowestoft 

Road, Gorleston, Great Yarmouth, 

NR31 6LA 

01493 452452 

 

 

Hire details 

  
Plant: Holmes Plant & Construction 01473 890766 

Toilet Hire n/a n/a 

Tool hire: n/a n/a 

 

 



 

Contents 

 

1. Background 

 

2. Fieldwork 

 

3. Post-excavation 

 

4. Additional Considerations 

 

5. Staffing 

 

 

Figures 

 

1. Site location 

 

2. Proposed trench layout 

 

 

Appendices 

 

1. Health and Safety Policy 

 

2. Insurance Documentation 

 

 

 



 

 

1. Background 
 

1.1 Suffolk Archaeology have been asked by Badger Building (East Anglia) Ltd to prepare 

documentation for a programme of archaeological evaluation by trial trench at the above 

site (Fig 1). This Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) covers this trenched evaluation 

only. Any further stages of archaeological work that might be required in relation to the 

proposed development would be subject to new documentation. 

 

1.2 The proposed area of development covers 1ha and is centred on approximately NGR TG 

416 019. It is presently open arable land. 

 

1.3 The present stage of work is being requested as a condition of planning application 

20151061. The LPA has been advised that a programme of archaeological work should 

take place prior to development, in accordance with the National Planning Policy 

Framework (Para 141). The purpose of such work being the recording and advancement 

of understanding of any heritage assets present at the location before they are damaged 

or destroyed in the course of the development. 

 

1.4 The archaeological investigation will be conducted in order to comply with a generic Brief 

for evaluation by trial trenching produced by Ken Hamilton of Norfolk County Council 

Historic Environment Service. 

 

1.5 The development proposal is for the construction of 24 new dwelling along with 

associated access road and services. The groundworks required are liable to damage or 

destroy any archaeological deposits that may be survive within the site. The purpose of 

the trial trenching is therefore to assess the archaeological potential of the development 

site prior to the commencement of construction. 

 

1.6 A 5% (500m2) sample of the site be examined by trial trench. A number of individual 

trenches will be deployed in a systematic grid array. In this instance nine (9) 30m long 

trenches will be used (Fig. 2). The proposed trenching rationale will be clarified in Section 

2, below. 

 

1.7 This WSI complies with the ‘Standards and Guidance for Archaeological Evaluation’ (CIfA, 

2014) and ‘Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England (EAA Occasional Papers 

14, 2003), which has been adopted by ALGAO East of England Region. 

 

1.8 The aim of this trial trench evaluation is to accurately quantify the quality and extent of 

the site’s archaeological resource in order to inform any further archaeological mitigation 

strategy. The evaluation will therefore address the following specific research aims: 



 

 

 

RA1: Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 

application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of 

preservation. 

 

RA2: Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 

colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

 

RA3: Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

 

RA4: Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological mitigation strategy, dealing 

with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables 

and orders of cost. 

 

RA5: Provide sufficient information for the Norfolk County Council Historic Environment Service 

to construct an archaeological mitigation strategy dealing with preservation of the further 

recording of archaeological deposits. 

 

In addition to these specific aims the potential of the site to address any relevant themes 

outlined in the Regional Research Framework for the Eastern Counties (Brown & 

Glazebrook, 2000; Medlycott, 2011) will also be considered. 
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Figure 1. Site Location
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Figure 2. Proposed trench layout (trenches in red)



 

 

2 Fieldwork: trial trench evaluation 

 

2.1 All archaeological fieldwork will be carried out by full-time professional employees of 

Suffolk Archaeology. The project team will be led in the field by an experienced member 

of staff of Project Officer grade/experience. The excavation team will comprise a Project 

Officer and up to 2 experienced excavators and surveyors (to include metal detectorist). 

 

2.2 Evaluation of the development area in this instance will employ nine (9) trenches, each 

measuring 30m long by 1.8m wide. The proposed trench location plan is shown in Fig 2. 

As no specific targeting of previous survey results is required the trenches are spaced in 

order to give as even coverage of the site as possible whilst also sampling proposed new 

dwelling footprints where possible. 

 

2.3 No information has currently been provided about the presence or otherwise of services 

by the developer. Therefore, if previously unknown services or similar restrictions are 

encountered during work on site then trench layout may have to be amended 

accordingly. 

 

2.4 The trenches will be excavated by a machine equipped with a toothless ditching bucket, 

under the constant observation of an archaeologist. All overburden (topsoil and subsoil) 

will be removed stratigraphically until either the first archaeological horizon or natural 

deposits are encountered. Spoil will be stored adjacent to each trench and topsoil, subsoil 

and any other concrete/overburden will be mechanically separated for sequential 

backfilling if requested. 

 

2.5 Archaeological deposits and features will be sampled by hand excavation and the trench 

bases and sections cleaned as necessary in order to satisfy the project aims. All fieldwork 

standards will be guided by ‘Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England’, EAA 

Occasional Papers 14, and the Chartered Institute For Archaeology’s (CIFA) paper 

‘Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation’, 2014. 

 

2.6 If a trench requires access by staff for hand excavation and recording, it will not exceed a 

depth of 1.2m. If this depth is not sufficient to meet the archaeological requirements of 

the Brief and Specification, it will be brought to the attention of the client or their agent 

and the Archaeological Advisor to the LPA so that further requirements can be 

established. Deeper excavation can be undertaken provided suitable trench support is 

used or, where practicable, the trench sides are stepped or battered. However, such a 

variation will incur further costs to the client and time must be allowed for this to be 

established and agreed. 

 

2.7 All features will be investigated and recorded to provide an accurate evaluation of 

archaeological potential whilst at the same time minimising disturbance to archaeological 

structures, features and deposits. 



 

 

 

2.8 A site plan showing all trench locations, feature positions and levels AOD will be recorded 

using suitable surveying equipment, depending on the specific requirements of the 

project. All features will be hand drawn. A minimum of one to two sections per trench will 

be recorded. Feature sections and plans will be recorded at 1:20 and trench and feature 

plans at 1:20 or 1:50 as appropriate. All recording conventions used will be compatible 

with the County HER. 

 

2.9 The site will be recorded under a unique Event number (ENF 141548) acquired from the 

Norfolk HER Office and archaeological contexts will be recorded using pro forma Context 

Recording sheets and entered into an associated database. 

 

2.10 A digital and black and white film photographic record will be made throughout the 

evaluation. 

 

2.11 Trenches and spoil heaps will be scanned for artefactual material and metal-detected 

throughout the project, including before the initial soil stripping and prior to hand-

excavation. This will include trench bases if the natural geological surface is not exposed. 

 

2.12 All pre-modern finds will be kept and no discard policy will be considered until all the 

finds have been processed and assessed. 

 

2.13 All finds will be brought back to Suffolk Archaeology’s premises for processing, 

preliminary assessment, conservation and packing. Most finds analysis work will be done 

in house, but in some circumstances it may be necessary to send some categories of finds 

to specialists working in other parts of the country. 

 

2.14 Bulk environmental soil samples (40 litres each) will be taken from suitable features and 

retained until an appropriate specialist has assessed their potential for palaeo-

environmental remains. Decisions can then be made on the need for further analysis 

following this assessment. If necessary advice will be sought from English Heritage’s 

Regional Advisor in Archaeological Science on the need for specialist environmental 

sampling. 

 

2.15 In the event of human remains being encountered on the site, guidelines from the 

Ministry of Justice will be followed. The evaluation will attempt to establish the extent, 

depth and date of burials whilst leaving remains in situ. During the evaluation any 

exposed human remains will be securely covered and hidden from the public view at all 

times when they are not attended by staff. At the conclusion of the work backfilling will 

be carried out in a manner sensitive to the preservation of such remains. 

 



 

 

2.16 If circumstances dictate that the lifting of human remains is unavoidable then a Ministry 

of Justice Licence for their removal will be obtained prior to their excavation and 

subsequent removal from site. 

 



 

 

3 Post-excavation 

 
3.1 The unique HER number will be clearly marked on all documentation and material 

relating to the project.  

 

3.2 The post-excavation work will be managed by Suffolk Archaeology’s Post-excavation and 

Finds Manager, Richenda Goffin. Specialist finds staff whether in-house personnel or 

external specialists are experienced in local and regional types of material in their field. 

 

3.3 All artefacts and ecofacts will be held by Suffolk Archaeology until analysis of the 

material is complete. 

 

3.4 All site data will be entered on a computerised database compatible with the County 

HER. All site plans and sections will be copied to form a permanent archive on archivally 

stable material. Ordnance Datum levels will be on the section sheets. The photographic 

archive will be fully catalogued. 

 

3.5 All finds will be processed, marked and bagged/boxed to County HER requirements. 

Where appropriate finds will be marked with a site code and a context number. 

 

3.6 Bulk finds will be fully quantified on a computerised database compatible with the 

County HER. Quantification will fully cover weights and numbers of finds by context with 

a clear statement on the degree of apparent residuality observed. 

 

3.7 Metal finds on site will be stored in accordance with ICON guidelines, initially recorded 

assessed for significance before dispatch to a conservation laboratory within 4 weeks of 

the end of the excavation. All pre-modern silver, copper alloy and ferrous metal 

artefacts will be x-rayed and coins will be x-rayed if necessary for identification. 

Sensitive finds will be conserved if necessary and deposited in bags/boxes suitable for 

long term storage to ICON standards. All coins will be identified to a standard 

acceptable to normal numismatic research. 

 

3.8 Pottery will be recorded and archived to a standard consistent with the Draft Guidelines 

of the Medieval Pottery Research Group and Guidelines for the archiving of Roman 

Pottery, SGRP (ed. M.G. Darling, 1994) and to The Study of Later Prehistoric Pottery: 

General Policies and Guidelines for analysis and Publications, Occasional Papers No.1 

and No. 2, 3rd Edition (Revised 2010, Prehistoric Ceramic Research Group). 

 

3.9 Environmental samples will be processed and assessed to standards set by the English 

Heritage Regional Scientific Advisor with a clear statement of potential for further 

analysis and significance. 

 

3.10 Animal and human bone will be quantified and assessed to a standard acceptable to 

national and regional English Heritage specialists. 

 

3.11 An industrial waste assessment will cover all relevant material (i.e. fired clay finds as 

well as slag). 

 



 

 

3.12 A report on the results of the evaluation will be completed within 6 weeks of the 

completion of the fieldwork. The report will be commensurate with the level of results 

but will contain sufficient information to stand as an archive report should no further 

work be required on the site. This will include reference to archaeologically relevant 

information held in the County HER. 

 

3.13 The Norfolk HER is registered with the Online Access to Index of Archaeological 

Investigations (OASIS) project. Suffolk Archaeology will complete a suitable project-

specific OASIS form at http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis. The completed form will be 

reproduced as an appendix to the final report. 

 

3.14 The report will contain a summary in the established format for inclusion in the annual 

“Archaeology in Norfolk” section of Norfolk Archaeology, the journal of the Norfolk & 

Norwich Archaeological Society. 

 

3.15 A draft of the report will be submitted to The Norfolk Historic Environment Service for 

approval before final submission. 

 

3.16 On acknowledgement of approval of the report from NCCHES hard and digital copies will 

be sent to the Norfolk Historic Environment Service. 

 

3.17 Upon completion of reporting works ownership of all archaeological finds will be given 

over to the relevant authority. There is a presumption that this will be the Norfolk 

Museums Service, who will then hold the material in suitable storage to facilitate future 

study and ensure its proper preservation. 

 

3.18 The project archive shall be compiled in accordance with the guidelines set out 

MoRPHE (Historic England 2015) and ICON guidelines. The client is aware of the costs of 

archiving and provision will be made to cover these costs in our agreement with them.  

 

3.19 If the client does not agree to transfer ownership of the archive they will be required to 

make the archive publicly accessible themselves, as required by paragraph 141 of the 

NPFF. A method statement describing how this will be achieved must be provided to the 

NCCHES if transfer of ownership is not agreed. 

 

3.20 The law dictates that client can have no claim to the ownership of human remains.  Any 

such remains must be stored in accordance with the relevant site’s Ministry of Justice 

licence. 

 

3.21 I n  the rare event that artefacts of significant monetary value are discovered separate 

ownership arrangements may be negotiated, provided they are not subject to Treasure 

Act legislation. 

 

3.22 If an object qualifies as Treasure, under the Treasure Act 1996.  The client will be 

informed as soon as possible if this is the case and the find(s) will be reported to the 

Norfolk Finds Liaison Officer (who then reports to the Coroner) within 14 days of the 



 

 

objects discovery and identification. Treasure objects will immediately be removed to 

secure storage, with appropriate on-site security measures taken if required. 

 

3.23 Any material eventually declared as Treasure by a Coroner’s Inquest will, if not acquired 

by a museum, be returned to the client and/or landowner. Employees of Suffolk 

Archaeology, their subcontractors or any volunteers under their control will not be 

eligible for any share of a treasure reward. 

 



 

 

4 Additional considerations 
 

4.1 Health and Safety 

 
4.1.1 The project will be carried out in accordance with Suffolk Archaeology’s Health and 

Safety Policy at all times.  A copy of this policy is provided in Appendix 1. 

 

4.1.2 All Suffolk Archaeology staff are experienced in working under similar conditions and on 

similar sites to the present site and are aware of Suffolk Archaeology H&S policies.  All 

permanent Suffolk Archaeology excavation staff are holders of CSCS cards. 

 

4.1.3 A separate Risk Assessment and Method Statement (RAMS) document will be prepared 

for the site and provided to the client. Copies will be available to NCCHES on request. 

 

4.1.4 All staff will be aware of the project’s risk assessment and will receive a safety induction 

from the Project Officer. 

 

4.1.5 It may be necessary for site visits to be made by external specialists or Norfolk County 

Council monitors. All such staff and visitors must abide by Suffolk Archaeology’s H&S 

requirements for each particular site, and will be inducted as required and made aware 

of any high risk activities relevant to the site concerned. 

 

4.1.6 Site staff, official visitors and volunteers are all covered by Suffolk Archaeology’s 

insurance policies. Policy details are shown in Appendix 2. 

 

4.2 Environmental controls 

 
4.2.1 Suffolk Archaeology is committed to following an EMS policy. All our preferred providers 

and subcontractors have been issued with environmental guidelines. On site the Project 

Officer will police environmental concerns. In the event of spillage or contamination 

reporting procedures will be carried out in accordance with Suffolk Archaeology’s EMS 

policies. 

 

4.3 Plant machinery 
 

4.3.1 A 360° tracked mechanical excavator equipped with a full range of buckets will be 

required for the trial trenching. The sub-contracted plant machinery will be 

accompanied by a fully qualified operator who will hold an up-to-date Construction 

Plant Competence Scheme (CPCS) card (approved by the CITB). 



 

 

4.4 Site security 
 

4.4.1 Unless previously agreed with the client this WSI (and the associated quotation) 

assumes that the site will be sufficiently secure for archaeological work to be 

undertaken. 

 

4.4.2 In this instance all security requirements including fencing, padlocks for gates etc. are 

the responsibility of the client. 

 

4.5 Access 

 
4.5.3 The client will secure access to the site for Suffolk Archaeology personnel and 

subcontracted plant, and obtain all necessary permissions from landowners and 

tenants. This includes the siting of any accommodation units/facilities required for the 

work. 

 

4.5.2 Any costs incurred to secure access, or incurred as a result of access being withheld (for 

example by a tenant or landowner) will not be the responsibility of Suffolk Archaeology. 

Such costs or delays incurred will be charged to the client in addition to the 

archaeological project fees. 

 

4.6 Site preparation 

 
4.6.1 The client is responsible for clearing the site in a manner that enables the archaeological 

works to go ahead as described. Unless previously agreed the costs of any subsequent 

preparatory works (such as tree felling, scrub/undergrowth clearance, removal of 

concrete or hardstanding not previously quoted for, demolition of buildings or sheds, 

removal of excessive overburden, refuse or dumped material) will be charged to the 

client in addition to the archaeological project fees. 

 

4.7 Backfilling 

 
4.7.1 The trench will be backfilled sequentially in reverse order of deposit removal if required 

and requested prior to backfilling. Where present topsoil will be returned as the 

uppermost layer. The separation will be done mechanically by the plant provider – it is 

inevitable that a small amount of mixing of the material will take place under these 

circumstances. 

 

4.7.2 The backfilled material will then be compacted by the machine tracking along the line of 

trench. 

 

4.7.3 No specialist reinstatement is offered, unless by specific prior written agreement. 

 

4.8 Monitoring 

 
4.8.1 Arrangements for monitoring visits by the LPA and its representatives will be made 

promptly in order to comply with the requirements of the brief and specification. 

 



 

 

5 Staffing 

 
5.1 The following staff will comprise the Project Team: 

 

1 x Project Manager (supervisory only, not based on site full-time) 

1 x Project Officer (full time) 

2 x Site Assistant (as required) 

1 x Site Surveyor (as required) 

1 x Finds/Post-excavation manager (part time, as required) 

1 x Finds Specialist (part time, as required) 

1 x Environmental Supervisor (as required) 

1 x Finds Assistant or Supervisor (part time, as required) 

1 x Senior Graphics Assistant (part time, as required) 

 

5.2 Project Management will be undertaken by Rhodri Gardner and the Project Officer will 

be confirmed nearer to the project start. All Site Assistants and other staff will be drawn 

from Suffolk Archaeology’s qualified and experienced staff. Suffolk Archaeology will not 

employ volunteer, amateur or student staff, whether paid or unpaid, to undertake any 

of the roles outlined in 5.1. 

 

5.3 A wide range of external specialists can be employed for artefact assessment and 

analysis work as circumstances require and a list of such specialists currently used by 

Suffolk Archaeology is available on request. 

 



 

 

Appendix 1. Suffolk Archaeology CIC Health and Safety Policy 

 
 



 

 

Appendix 2. Suffolk Archaeology CIC Insurance Policy Details 
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