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Summary

Between 1st November and 12th December 2010, Oxford Archaeology East carried
out  an  Archaeological  Excavation  at  Moulton  Paddocks  and  a  Strip,  Map  and
Record at Moulton Gallop, Newmarket, Suffolk.  

The Paddocks site (Suffolk HER MUN038) uncovered a Late Neolithic pit situated to
one side of a struck flint mound of the same date, with satellite pits containing either
complete pottery vessels or cremations, dating to the Early Bronze Age.  In addition,
Early Iron Age storage pits containing large assemblages of pottery and re-worked
Late Neolithic flint were recorded.  Features on the site have been dated by finds
assemblages and radiocarbon dates to the Late Neolithic,  Early Bronze Age and
Early Iron Age.  A significant Late Neolithic lithic assemblage was also recovered.

The Gallop site (Suffolk HER MUN039) revealed evidence of further Early Iron Age
pits and two curvilinear pit-dug ditches which would most likely have formed a circle.
This ring ditch monument contained struck flint dating to the Late Neolithic period,
potentially contemporary with the Late Neolithic features from the Paddocks.
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Project Background 
1.1.1 An archaeological excavation was conducted at Moulton Paddocks and Moulton Gallop,

by Oxford Archaeology East between 1st November and 12th December 2010. This
followed on from an evaluation, carried out between 23rd September and 4th October
2010.

1.1.2 This  archaeological  investigation  was  undertaken  in  accordance  with  a  Brief  and
Specification issued by Jess Tipper of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service
Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT), supplemented by a Written Scheme of Investigation
(WSI) prepared by Mott MacDonald.

1.1.3 The  work  was  designed  to  assist  in  defining  the  character  and  extent  of  any
archaeological remains within the proposed development area and preserve by record
any remains under threat, in accordance with the guidelines set out in  Planning and
Policy  Statement  5:   Planning  for  the  Historic  Environment  (Department  for
Communities and Local Government 2010).

1.1.4 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate
county stores in due course.

1.1.5 The work carried out on the Paddocks was prior to the construction of  a new stables,
paddocks, storage yard and warm-up track.  The work carried out on the Gallop was in
conjunction with the stripping of topsoil and subsoil along an area 5m wide and 2km
long in preparation for a new horse gallop.

1.2   Geology and Topography 
1.2.1 The underlying geology across the site is from the Holywell Nodular Chalk Formation

and New Pit Chalk Formation (BGS 2010).  Between these two chalk formations is a
flint  band,  which  is  located  c.95m  south  of  Areas  A and  B  and  runs  across  the
southernmost extent of Area C.

1.2.2 The Moulton Paddock sites (Areas A and B, see Fig. 1) lie at around 50.5m OD at their
most northern extent.   The topography slopes southwards down to 45.7m OD.  The
geology alters with the change in height, with chalk on the higher ground and a soft
orange sand with flint inclusions on the lower lying ground.

1.2.3 The Moulton Gallop (Area C) is located on the crest of Folly Hill  c.70m south-east of
Areas A and B.  The southern end of Area C is situated at a height of around 83m OD
and then drops as it travels north down to 42.1m OD.

1.3   Archaeological Background

Prehistoric
1.3.1 Previous fieldwork to the south and east of the site shows that the site is located in an

area  containing  sporadic  evidence  related  to  prehistoric  funerary  and  domestic
activities (Fig. 2).  Archaeological features broadly categorised as prehistoric have been
identified to the east and south and comprise a series of pits (Suffolk HER MUN022)
and an inhumation burial (Suffolk HER MUN035) respectively (Williams 2010).
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Palaeolithic to Neolithic
1.3.2 Evidence  for  early  prehistoric  activity  is  present  all  across  the  landscape,  and  is

predominantly represented in the Suffolk and Cambridgeshire HERs as find spots.  Flint
scatters have been identified at Kennett Hall Farm to the north of the site (Suffolk HER
MCB18220), at Little Bradley to the south (Suffolk HER BRL007) and along the route of
the  Fordham  bypass  to  the  north-west  (Cambridgeshire  HER01228,  HER08165,
HER7530 and HER7737) (Mortimer forthcoming). The Little Bradley scatter is a large
assemblage of  Mesolithic  and Neolithic/Bronze Age flints  recovered adjacent  to  the
River  Stour  and  that  found  at  Kennet  Hall  Farm,  combined  with  the  results  of  the
fieldwalking, indicates transient activity with a possible working area or habitation site.  

1.3.3 Neolithic find spots in the form of flint axes have also been found in fields to the east of
the development area (Suffolk HER MSF14541, MUN006 and MSF07487).

1.3.4 On  the  outskirts  of  Kedington  village  (c.12miles  south  of  the  development  area)
prehistoric  archaeological  features  have  been  identified  as  cropmarks,  indicating  a
possible interrupted ditch system (or causewayed enclosure) forming an approximate
semi-circle to the west of Hall Farm.  This is likely to represent a high-status site and is
a scheduled monument (Suffolk HER  KDG006).  Over 2000 Mesolithic and Neolithic
struck flints and flint  tools have also been found in this location.  A linear cropmark
identified  as  a  possible  cursus  feature  has  also  been  identified  to  the  east  of  the
scheduled area (Finch 2010).

Bronze Age
1.3.5 Little  survey  work  has  been  undertaken  in  Suffolk  and  Cambridgeshire,  more

specifically around the area of Moulton.  Thus the majority of the recorded sites that are
thought  to  represent  the  Bronze  Age  are  seen  as  ring  ditches,  burial  mounds  and
through cropmarks.  A long linear barrow cemetery covering  c.3km occupies the high
ground to the north-east of Newmarket.  It consists of at least sixteen ring ditches and
barrows and extends south-west towards Royston.   

1.3.6 To the east of the development area, on the west side of the River Kennett, is a group
of four ring ditches (Suffolk HER MUN001, 002, 009 and 019).  Some 3km east of site
are a further two groups of Bronze Age monuments.  The first consisting of four ring
ditches,  (Suffolk  HER KTD001,  002,  003  and  004)  and  the  second  of  three  round
barrows (Suffolk HER GAZ002, 003 and 008) and a ring ditch (Suffolk HER GAZ005).
These three round barrows are Scheduled Monuments (Rolfe 2007).

1.3.7 A further burial mound has been recorded at Pin Farm, Gazeley, immediately north of
A14 and north-east of site.  These excavations unearthed a barrow with a central burial,
seven Bronze Age cremations and sixteen associated inhumations, along with amber
beads, and sherds of Early Bronze Age collared urn finds (Suffolk HER GAZ001).

1.3.8 Enclosures and ring ditches, possibly representing the ploughed out remains of Bronze
Age burial mounds, are visible as cropmarks to the south of Fordham (Cambridgeshire
HER07433  and  09025).   An  unprovenanced  Beaker  burial  was  found  near  or  at
Fordham in about 1905 – it was an inhumation accompanied by a handled vessel (Fox
1923).  Excavations undertaken to the south-west of the new Biggen Stud roundabout
at Landwade Road (Connor 1996), immediately north of Newmarket, showed evidence
for  activity  in  the  Middle  to  Late  Bronze  Age  and  included  enclosures,  a  post-built
structure and cremation burials.

1.3.9 Archaeological works carried out to the immediate south of the Moulton Paddock site
(Suffolk HER MUN038) in 2009 revealed a grave which contained a poorly preserved
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beaker burial and a pit holding a cremation vessel and copper-alloy awl (Grassman and
Stone 2009).

1.3.10 On the location of the Moulton Gallop site (Suffolk HER MUN039), three prehistoric find
spots  have  been  recorded:  a  group  of  prehistoric  flint  implements  (Suffolk  HER
MUN003), beaker pottery (Suffolk HER MUN005) and a prehistoric flint adze (Suffolk
HER MUN007).

Iron Age
1.3.11 Sites dating to Iron Age period are not terribly prolific with the immediate area.  The

most  notable  example  however  is  from  Exning  (on  the  north-west  periphery  of
Newmarket),  where  an  evaluation  in  2006  (Suffolk  HER  EXG082)  revealed  a
substantial  Iron  Age ditch  containing a  large assemblage of  Early  Iron  Age pottery,
which has now been identified as part of a potential hill-top enclosure (Caruth 2006).

1.3.12 A 45 hectare evaluation undertaken immediately next to Moulton Gallop (Suffolk HER
MUN039)  in  2008 (Suffolk  HER  MUN022)  found limited  archaeology,  but  three late
prehistoric  pits  containing  struck  flint  were  uncovered  in  the  northern  end  of  the
development area (Duffy 2008).

1.3.13 Further into Cambridgeshire, Iron Age sites and finds become numerous.  Snailwell has
a number  of  Iron  Age sites  located along the  River  Snail  and the  Landwade Road
excavation (Connor 1996) also revealed Iron Age activity and provided a large pottery
assemblage dating to the Early Iron Age. 

Roman
1.3.14 There is very little evidence for Roman activity in the area surrounding site.  The B1506

Well Bottom Road (adjacent to the northern edge of site) is believed to run along the
line of the Ickneild Way, a major prehistoric route.  Its age is debatable, mostly being
attributed to the Roman period, implying a potential for material from this period to be
found in the area.

1.3.15 An area of apparent iron working was excavated in Moulton (to the south-east) during
the  early  1960s  and  is  recorded  as  evidence  of  Romano-British  occupation  (MUN
Misc).   Unfortunately  the  records  no  longer  exist  for  this  site  and  the  location  is
unknown.  A Roman glass vessel has been dug up from a garden in Moulton village
(Suffolk HER MUN012).  A Roman copper alloy disc brooch has also been found during
archaeological works adjacent to Moulton Gallop (Suffolk HER MUN022).

1.3.16 A  number  of  Roman  sites  are  known  to  exist  some  distance  away  from  the
development  area  to  the  south,  the  most  notable  being  a  Roman  villa  on  the
Kedington/Wixoe parish boundary (Suffolk HER  KDG011) and the Roman settlement
recently excavated by OA East in Wixoe.

Anglo-Saxon
1.3.17 Evidence for Anglo-Saxon occupation is predominantly seen to the west of site, around

Newmarket  and  Exning.   Nonetheless,  an Anglo-Saxon cremation urn  (Suffolk  HER
MUN011) is documented as having been found in 1965, next to the location of Moulton
Gallop.

1.3.18 Other  Early  Saxon  remains  including  an inhumation  cemetery  and  a  middle  Saxon
royal centre have been recorded at Exning.  St Wendredas' well to the north-west of
Newmarket is traditionally associated with the daughter of the East Anglian King Anna.
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Also, to the west of Newmarket is the Devils Dyke earthwork built in the Saxon period
as a territorial boundary.

Medieval
1.3.19 Established historical settlements around the development area are likely to be of a

medieval origin and are recorded in the Domesday Book.  The village of Moulton to the
east  pre-dates the Domesday book of  1086 and is  older  than Newmarket.   On the
south-east of the village of Moulton is Packhorse Bridge (Suffolk HER MUN008), a 15th
century  four  arched flint  bridge over  the River  Kennett.   A second flint  built  bridge,
Priddy Bridge (Suffolk Her MUN017) lies just to the south.

1.3.20 Newmarket, to the west of site, originated in the medieval period when the inhabitants
to  Exning  founded  a  market  on  the  Cambridge  to  Bury  St  Edmunds  road  and  is
recorded c.1200 as Novum Forum (Suffolk HER NKT 022).

1.4   Acknowledgements
1.4.1 The  author  would  like  to  extend  thanks  to  Josh  Williams  of  Mott  MacDonald  and

Godolphin Management Company Ltd for commissioning and funding the work.

1.4.2 The fieldwork was managed by Richard Mortimer and was visited and monitored by
Jess Tipper from SCCAS/CT and Josh Williams.  

1.4.3 The  sites  were  excavated  by  the  author  with  assistance  from  Nick  Gilmour,  Dave
Brown, Graeme Clarke, John Diffey, Chris Faine, Mike Green, Jools Newman, Neville
Redvers-Higgins and Helen Stocks-Morgan.  Site survey was carried out by the author
and Dave Brown.  Machine excavation was carried out by LOC and Rose Plant Hire.
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2  AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 

2.1   Specific Research Aims and Objectives 
2.1.1 The WSI identified a number of site-specific research aims and objectives.  These can

be summarised as:

2.1.2 Identify any prehistoric activity associated with the Ickneild Way

2.1.3 Establish the presence of any settlement activity from the prehistoric, or later periods

2.1.4 Provide an assessment of previous land-uses across the development area

3  SUMMARY OF RESULTS 
3.1.1 The results presented below include full descriptions of features and their fills. Although

such detail is not always included in a post-excavation assessment, it was felt to be
appropriate in this instance, as it  is not intended that  a full  grey literature report  be
produced before the publication of the site.

3.1.2 The Paddocks (Suffolk HER MUN038) and Gallop (Suffolk HER MUN039) sites will be
discussed together with features from the evaluation.  A full context inventory is given in
Appendix A.

3.1.3 From henceforth the western area of the Moulton Paddocks excavation (Fig. 3) will be
referred to as Area A, the eastern area as Area B and the Moulton Gallop site as Area C
(Fig. 4).

3.1.4 Area A was 0.71 hectares in size and Area B was 0.49 hectares.  Area C ran along a
5m wide corridor for 2km.

3.2   A Note on Site Phasing
3.2.1 The results are presented below according to preliminary phasing and encompass the

periods Later Neolithic, Early Bronze Age, Early Iron Age and Post-medieval.  The Later
Neolithic and Early Bronze Age periods are detailed and discussed separately, rather
than being referred to as the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age, because of the dating
evidence from both radiocarbon and ceramic assemblage.  The single Late Neolithic pit
on site has been radiocarbon dated and pre-dates 2500BC and the associated flint
assemblage has provisionally been dated as contemporary,  to this.  The entire Early
Bronze Age  pottery  assemblage  from the  site  post-dates  2000BC,  and  radiocarbon
dating  from these  features  reaffirmed  this.   Thus  at  present,  at  assessment,  there
appears to be a clear separation between the two periods.

3.3   Evaluation Summary
3.3.1 From 23rd September  to  4th  October  2010 Oxford  Archaeology East  conducted an

evaluation at  Moulton Paddocks prior  to  the construction of  new stables,  paddocks,
storage yard and warm-up track.  Thirty-seven trenches varying between 10m and 30m
long were excavated across the fields where Areas A and B were subsequently  opened
up.  This amounted to over 2,350sqm of trenching (5% of the development area).

3.3.2 During the evaluation, a systematic search of the surface of all trench spoilheaps was
made with all finds except the demonstrably modern recovered.  This resulted in the
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recovery of 281 worked flints.  Of this total 140 were found in the topsoil of Trench 27
alone, compared with 141 flints across the whole of the rest of the site.

3.3.3 Archaeological features were recorded in thirteen (out of thirty-seven) of the trenches
across the development area.  Evidence for prehistoric activity was encountered but
was concentrated in two main areas of the site (to the eastern and western sides of the
site).  The activity consisted of chiefly Late Neolithic struck flint scatters, Early Bronze
Age pits, Early Iron Age storage pits and, most notably, two burnt pits each containing a
complete  or  near-complete  Early  Bronze  Age  vessel.   Two  post-medieval  field
boundaries were also identified across several of the trenches.

3.4   Topsoil Test Pits
3.4.1 Prior to the stripping of Area B, intensive test pitting of the topsoil was undertaken to

the immediate east and west of evaluation Trench 27.  Sixty-nine 1m by 1m test pits
were  hand  excavated  and  sieved  across  a  20m by  35m area  in  a  chequer  board
fashion.  From these test pits a total of 5,578 worked flints were recovered (Fig. 5 and
see Flint Group 1, Appendix B.3).

3.4.2 The  distribution  of  flint  finds  across  these  test  pits  revealed  the  deposit  to  form a
crescent shape,  c.15m north-south and 7m west-east with the open side to the west.
Although some movement of the deposit must have occurred, from bioturbation, from
ploughing and from the  growth and removal  of  a  modern tree belt,  the  bulk  of  the
material  appears  to  have   remained  very  close  to  its  original  point  of  deposition,
implying  that  a  considerable  mound  of  struck  flint  (deposit  400)  dating  to  the  Late
Neolithic had stood on the site.

3.5   Period 1:  Later Neolithic

Area A (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.5.1 Toward the western side of  Area A was an infilled natural  hollow (506) containing a

dense deposit of struck flint (Fig. 6).  It was c. 5m long and 4m wide and at its lowest
point 0.65m deep.  Twenty-one 0.5m by 0.5m test pits were hand excavated across the
hollow (contexts 497-504, 512-513, 534-540 and 547-550).  The fill had been disturbed
by rooting and animal burrowing but produced 871 struck flints (Flint Group 2, Appendix
B.3).  The greatest numbers of flints were found at the centre of the hollow, with three
squares (contexts 500, 501 and 502) producing nearly 60% of the assemblage.

Area B (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.5.2 A single large sub-circular pit of Later Neolithic date was recorded on the site.  Pit 542

was located at the centre of Area B, adjacent to (to the west of) struck flint deposit 400.
It was c. 2.00m in diameter and 0.6m deep and contained two fills (Fig. 7 and S.126,
Fig  12a).   The  primary  fill  (541)  was  a  mid  brown  grey  silty  sand  with  moderate
charcoal, 0.17m thick.  Above this was a 0.43m thick mid yellow-orange silty sand (553)
with moderate gravel and flint inclusions.  This pit was truncated at the surface by a
post-medieval or modern tree throw 393.

3.5.3 No finds were retrieved from this pit, but radiocarbon dating was carried out on charcoal
from the primary fill  which dated the deposit  to 2890-2630BC (95% SUERC-33569)
(see Appendix D).
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Area C (Suffolk HER MUN039)
3.5.4 On the north-facing slope of Folly Hill, at a height of c.74m and overlooking Areas A and

B, was pit-cut ring ditch monument  1064  (Fig. 8 and Plate  1).  This consisted, in the
trench, of two curvilinear (pit-dug) ditches (S.1006, S.1007 and 1009, Fig. 12a) which, if
joined, would have formed a circle c.20m in diameter.  The more south-westerly of the
two ditches (1023) varied in width from 1.44m to 1m, in depth from 0.8m to 0.2m and
contained between one and four fills.  The primary fill throughout the length of the ditch
(1026, 1045, 1062) was a natural slump of light white orange silty loam with abundant
chalk  and  gravel  inclusions.   Above  this  was  a  light  orange  brown  silty  loam  with
frequent chalk and gravel inclusions (1025, 1044, 1061).  The next deposit (1024, 1043)
was a mid orange brown clay loam with frequent natural flint inclusions.  The final fill of
this ditch (1022, 1042, 1060) was a dark grey brown silty clay with moderate natural
flint and gravel inclusions.

3.5.5 The more north-easterly ditch (1033  Plate 2) measured from 2.64m to 2.4m in width
and 1.1m to 0.94m in depth.  This ditch contained between six and seven fills.  The
primary slump fills (1037, 1038, 1039 1040) consisted of light orange yellow silty loams
with frequent to abundant chalk and gravel inclusions.  Above this was a further phase
of natural silting (1032, 1035, 1051) was made up of a light orange yellow silty loam
with moderate chalk and gravel inclusions.  Above this was a mid orange brown clay
loam with frequent natural flint inclusions (1021, 1031, 1052). Above this was a deposit
(1028, 1053) made up of a mid brown grey clay loam with frequent broken flint cobbles.
The  latest  fill  (1020,  1027,  1054)  consisted  of  a  dark  grey  brown  silty  clay  with
occasional flint gravel inclusions.

3.5.6 From the whole of the pit-cut ring ditch monument (1064), a total of  542 worked flints
were recovered from throughout the fills (Flint Group 3, Appendix B.3).  Three sherds of
pottery were also retrieved from the upper fills.  These consisted of two sherds of Late
Bronze Age pottery weighing 13g from fill 1020, while a single (intrusive) sherd of highly
abraded generic Iron Age pottery weighing 1g came from deposit 1031.

3.5.7 Several environmental samples were taken from ring ditch 1064 during excavation with
the aim to collect organic matter for radiocarbon dating.  However, the ditch fills were
almost completely sterile and were only seen to contain very sparse charcoal fragments
(see Appendix C.3).

3.6   Period 2.1:  Early Bronze Age

Area A (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.6.1 A single  small  cremation  pit  302  containing  a  complete  Collared  Urn  (300)  holding

cremated bone was found in this area (Fig. 7, Plates 3 and 4, Appendix C.2).  The pit
was 0.44m wide and 0.24m deep with  a  mid brown silty  sand fill  (301).   No other
features dating to this period were found in Area A.

Area B (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.6.2 A group of six pits was located at the centre of Area B (Fig. 7).  They created two arcs

on the west and east of the earlier pit (542).  Although these features were later in date
than  pit  542,  it  is  clear  that  they  respected  either  this  pit  or  potentially a  mound
overlying it. Those to the east (124, 130 and 424) contained small, complete, refired
urns; of those to the west (544, 546 and 533) one contained a cremation deposit and
one a few sherds of pottery.  All three of these later examples were truncated.
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3.6.3 Pit 124 was initially seen during the evaluation (S.20, Fig. 12A).  It protruded from the
baulk, thus was half sectioned during the evaluation phase, then fully excavated in the
excavation phase.  It measured 0.5m in diameter and was 0.5m deep.  The north-facing
edge of  pit  124 showed evidence of  burning,  with the natural  sand stained a bright
orange colour.  It had a single dark grey silty sand fill (122) containing moderate burnt
flint and frequent charcoal inclusions.  Rim and collar sherds of pottery from a collared
urn weighing 20g were retrieved from the fill.   At the base of this pit was a complete
Early Bronze Age small biconical urn (123, Fig. 13 and Plates 5 and 6, see Appendix
B.1)  lying  on  its  side  on  a  north  to  south  alignment.  Charcoal  from  fill  122  was
radiocarbon dated to 1880-1620BC (95% SUERC-33567) (see Appendix D).

3.6.4 Pit 130, located immediately north-east of pit 124, was excavated during the evaluation.
It  was 0.5m wide and 0.39m deep with  three fills  (127,  128,  129)  and contained a
possible 'post pipe'  126 in the middle with single fill 125 (S.21, Fig. 12a).  As with pit
124, the edge of this feature showed signs of burning.  Fill 125 was a dark brown grey
silty sand with abundant charcoal and frequent burnt flint.  Toward the base of this fill
was a complete Early Bronze Age small biconical urn (147, Plates 7 and 8, Appendix
B.1).   Like vessel  123,  it  was positioned on its  side on a north to south alignment.
Primary fill  (129) was a mid grey silty sand with moderate charcoal 0.23m thick and
contained no finds.  Above, fill 128 was a mid yellow brown silty sand 0.1m thick with no
finds.  Fill 127 consisted of a mid grey brown silty sand 0.12m thick.  There were no
finds present in it, but the fill showed clear signs of burning, with large orange flecks of
burnt clay present.

3.6.5 Directly to the north was pit  424  (S.94, Fig. 12a).  This feature was 0.58m wide and
0.22m deep and contained two fills (422 and 423).  Primary fill 423 was a dark grey silty
sand with occasional chalk flecks and burnt flint pieces.  Above this, fill 422 was a mid
orange brown silty clay with occasional gravel inclusions.  At the base of pit 424  was a
crushed Early Bronze Age vessel  (Appendix B.1).   The vessel  (weighing 723g) had
either  been broken prior  to  deposition and then stacked in a pile  in  the pit,  or  had
become crushed within the pit.   Also recovered from this pit  were a few very small
fragments of cremated bone, likely to be from a baby or neonate (Appendix C.2).  As
with the previous two pits,  feature  424 showed evidence of  burning, with the south-
facing wall of the natural chalk being stained pink.

3.6.6 Located on the north-west side of the Late Neolithic pit (542) was pit 533.  It was 0.6m
wide, 0.15m deep and had been partially truncated by a burnt-out modern fence post.
The  single  fill  (532)  was  a  mid  grey  brown  silty  sand  with  occasional  natural  flint
inclusions.  Two sherds of Early Bronze Age pottery weighing 18g were recovered from
the fill.

3.6.7 South-west of pit 533 was cremation 546.  This feature was 0.64m wide and 0.4m deep
with a single mid orange grey silty sand (545) containing cremated bone and charcoal.
The  sides  of  this  feature  were  rather  diffuse,  thus  it  is  possible  that  root
action/burrowing  animals  had  disturbed  the  feature.   Radiocarbon  dating  was
conducted on the cremated bone and has been dated to 1880-1610BC (95% SUERC-
33568) (Appendix D).

3.6.8 Pit  544 was immediately south-west of the cremation.  It was 0.5m wide, 0.15m deep
with a single light brown grey silty sand fill (543) with occasional natural flint inclusions.
It contained no finds.
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3.7   Period 2.2:  Middle Bronze Age
3.7.1 A single feature in Area A was identified as potentially dating to the Middle Bronze Age.

Situated next to the north-western baulk, pit 343 (Plate 9) was 0.85m wide, 0.67m deep
and contained four fills (S.72, Fig. 12b).  Primary fill 344 was a dark grey sandy silt,
0.38m  thick  with  occasional  natural  flint  inclusions  and  charcoal  flecks.   This  fill
contained no finds.  Fill 345 was a 0.34m thick light yellow sand with occasional natural
flint inclusions and contained no finds.  Fill 346 was 0.46m thick and was made up of a
dark brown grey sandy silt with moderate charcoal and occasional large natural flints.
This deposit contained nine sherds of possible Middle Bronze Age pottery weighing 50g
and four  worked  flints.   The  latest  fill  (347)  was  a  mid  grey  brown sandy  silt  with
occasional natural flint inclusions and occasional charcoal.  Three worked flints were
recovered from the fill.

3.8   Period 3:  Early Iron Age
3.8.1 On the Paddocks site, all the Early Iron Age activity was confined to Area A (Suffolk

HER MUN038) (Fig. 9), none being seen on Area B.  A total of twenty-nine features
were recognised as belonging to the Early Iron Age, consisting of nine storage pits and
twenty  smaller  pits.   These features  are  discussed below in  order  of  their  location,
within seven identified pit groups.

Evaluation (Fig 2)
3.8.2 Feature  151 located in the northern half of Trench 23 was a pit measuring 1.25m in

diameter and 0.22m deep.  It had one fill (150) made up of a dark grey brown silty sand
with  frequent  chalk  and  gravel  inclusions.   Five  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery
weighing 17g were retrieved from the fill.

Pit Group 1
3.8.3 Pit Group 1 located at the northernmost end of Area A contained five pits (Fig. 9).

3.8.4 Pit 22 was 1.1m wide and 0.35m deep.  It had a single fill (21) consisting of a mid grey
brown  silty  sand  with  rare  natural  flint  inclusions  and  occasional  charcoal  flecks.
Twenty-one sherds of  Early  Iron pottery weighing 104g were recovered from the fill
along with three worked flints.

3.8.5 Immediately to the south was pit 24, which was 0.8m wide and 0.12m deep.  Its sole fill
(23) was a light grey brown silty sand and contained a single piece of Iron Age pottery
weighing 1g.

3.8.6 Located on the eastern side of  pits  22  and 24 was pit  326.   This feature had near
vertical  sides and a flat  base.   It  was 1.8m wide and 0.5m deep containing six fills
(S.66,  Fig.  12b).   Primary  fill  332  consisted  of  a  0.18m  thick  light  grey  sand  and
contained no finds.  Fill  331 was a mid grey brown silty  sand with rare natural  flint
inclusions, 0.2m deep.  Fourteen sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing 110g were
recovered from this fill.  Fill 330 was 0.15m thick made up of a mid red brown silty sand
and contained no finds.  Fill 329 consisted of a mixed light grey brown silty sand 0.09m
thick and was absent of finds.  Fill 328 was a dark grey black silty sand with moderate
charcoal flecks, 0.21m in thickness.  Nine sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing
40g and four struck flints were retrieved from this fill.  The latest fill (327) was made up
of a dark grey brown silty sand 0.24m deep containing rare natural flint inclusions and
no finds.
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3.8.7 The southernmost pit in this group was pit 359.  It was 0.7m wide and 0.25m deep with
a U-shaped profile.  The feature contained one fill (360), made up of a dark grey silty
sand with frequent natural flint inclusions.  No finds were recovered from this feature.

3.8.8 Pit 361 was located south-east of pit 326.  It was 1m wide and 0.1m deep with vertical
sides and a flat base.  It contained a dark grey silty sand (362) with occasional natural
flint inclusions and was devoid of finds.

3.8.9 Pit 552 near the north-eastern baulk was 0.8m wide and 0.15m deep with a single mid
brown grey  fill  (551).   The  deposit  contained  four  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age pottery
weighing 8g.

Pit Group 2
3.8.10 Pit Group 2 was situated close to the north-west edge of Area A and was made up of

three pits.

3.8.11 Pit  333 was 1.49m wide and 0.37m deep with an open U-shaped profile.  It was filled
with a single dark grey brown sandy silt (334) which contained four struck flints.

3.8.12 Pit  339 was 0.79m wide and 0.19m deep with an open U-shaped profile.  Its fill (340)
consisted of a dark grey brown sandy silt which contained two struck flints.

3.8.13 To the west was pit 341.  It was 1.01m wide and 0.15m deep.  The feature contained fill
342  which  consisted  of  a  mid  brown  grey  silty  sand  with  occasional  natural  flint
inclusions.  No finds were retrieved from the fill.

Pit Group 3
3.8.14 Pit Group 3 contained three pits and was located to the immediate south of Pit Group 2.

3.8.15 Large storage pit  442 had vertical sides and a flat base.  It was located close to the
western edge of site (S.104, Fig. 12b).  It was 1.7m wide and 1.23m deep with four fills.
The primary fill (457) was made up of a dark grey sandy silt with occasional natural flint
and moderate charcoal flecks, along with five sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing
77g and twenty-six worked flints.  Secondary fill 443 was a light yellow brown silty sand
with  occasional  natural  flint  inclusions.   Six  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery  were
retrieved from the fill weighing 44g, along with fifteen worked flints.  Fill 444 was a mid
grey  brown sandy  silt  with  occasional  natural  flint  and  charcoal  inclusions.   Eleven
sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing 65g and fourteen flints were found in this
deposit.  The latest fill (445) consisted of a mid brown sandy silt with rare charcoal, six
struck flints and eleven Early Iron Age sherds of pottery weighing 72g.

3.8.16 Situated immediately west of natural hollow 506 was storage pit 472.  It was 1.9m wide,
1.08m deep with near vertical sides, a flat base and four fills.  Primary fill 473 consisted
of a light brown yellow silty sand with occasional natural flint inclusions 0.11m thick and
contained  no  finds.   Fill  474  was  a  dark  grey  brown  silty  sand   0.06m  thick  with
moderate charcoal and occasional natural flint inclusions.  Fill 475 was a 0.98m thick
mid grey brown sandy silt  with occasional natural  flint  inclusions.  A single sherd of
Early Iron Age pottery weighing 19g was recovered from the fill along with six worked
flints.  The latest fill (476) was made up of a mid red brown sandy silt with occasional
natural  flint  inclusions  and  rare  charcoal  flecks.   It  was  0.43m thick  and contained
eleven sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing 116g.

3.8.17 Pit 477, located to the immediate north of hollow 506 was 0.98m wide and 0.39m deep
with a  U-shaped profile.  The fill  (478) was made up of a mid brown sandy silt with
occasional natural flint inclusions and rare charcoal flecks.
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Pit Group 4
3.8.18 Against the northern baulk on the eastern side of Area A were two contemporary inter-

cutting features, tree throw 396 and pit 419.  These made up Pit Group 4.  

3.8.19 Together the features measured 3.84m, with tree throw 396 being 0.5m deep and pit
419 0.54m deep.  The tree throw contained two fills.  Primary fill 395 was made up of a
dark grey brown silty sand with frequent gravel inclusions, 0.48m in thickness.  Fill 394
was a mid grey brown silty sand with moderate gravel inclusions.  The two fills of this
tree throw together contained 237 sherds of Iron Age pottery weighing 4118g and 30
struck flints.  Radiocarbon dating was conducted on grain from fill 394 which dated the
feature as 510-230BC (95% SUERC-33566) (Appendix D).   Pit  419  had a single fill
(418) made up of a mid grey brown silty sand. Seventeen sherds of Early Iron Age
pottery weighing 262g were recovered from the fill, along with four worked flints.

Pit Group 5
3.8.20 The largest group of features was Pit Group 5.  This consisted of six pits located in the

centre of Area A.

3.8.21 The southernmost pit in this group was pit 05.  This feature was 1.5m wide and 0.37m
deep.  It contained four fills; primary fill  29 consisted of a mid grey brown silty sand
0.12m thick with rare natural flint inclusions.  Fill 10 was a dark grey brown silty sand
0.17m in thickness with occasional  natural  flint  inclusions and frequent charcoal.   It
contained eighteen sherds of Early Iron Age pottery from a slack shouldered jar (eight
of  which refit),  weighing 255g.  Fill  9 was made up of  a light  grey brown silty sand
0.17m thick with occasional flint inclusions.  Fill 8 was 0.3m thick with a light grey brown
silty  sand with rare natural  flint  inclusions and moderate charcoal;  this fill  contained
thirteen sherds of Iron Age pottery weighing 72g and forty-three struck lithics.

3.8.22 Immediately to the north was pit 325 (Plate 10), it was 2.15m wide and 0.8m deep and
contained five fills (S.65, Fig. 12b).  The earliest fill (324) was made up of a mid yellow
orange sand with occasional gravel inclusions 0.15m thick.  Fill 323 was a dark grey
silty sand with moderate natural flint inclusions and moderate charcoal.  Fill 322 was a
mid orange brown silty sand with occasional natural flint inclusions.  Fill 321 consisted
of a mid brown silty sand with occasional gravel inclusions.  The latest fill  (320) was
made up of a mid grey brown silty sand with rare natural flint inclusions.  From this pit,
80  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age pottery  (from contexts  320,  322,  323)  were  recovered
weighing 865g.  96 worked flints were also found.  Radiocarbon dating was carried out
on  a  grain  from  fill  323,  and  was  dated  to  540-360BC  (95%  SUERC-33565)  (see
Appendix D).

3.8.23 Small pit  349  was positioned just north of storage pit  325. Pit  349  was 1m wide and
0.3m  deep  containing  a  single  fill  (348)  comprising  a  mid  grey  brown  silty  sand
containing four sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing 18g and two worked flints.

3.8.24 Pit 367 was located on the western side of this pit group.  It was 1.05m wide and 0.3m
deep with vertical sides and a flat base.  The pit contained two fills.  Primary fill 366 was
a 0.3m thick dark grey silty sand and did not contain any finds.  The secondary fill (365)
was  a 0.26m thick light brown silty sand and was again devoid of finds.

3.8.25 Just east of pit  349  was storage pit  375  (S.83, Fig. 12b).  This was 1.55m wide and
0.6m deep with three fills.  The primary fill (374) was made up of a light brown sand,
0.2m thick with chalk and gravel inclusions and was absent of finds.  Fill 373 was a
0.2m thick dark grey silty sand.  The deposit contained fifteen sherds of Early Iron Age
pottery  weighing  146g,  three  worked  flints,  and  animal  bone.   The  final  fill  (372)
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consisted of a mid grey brown silty sand with moderate gravel inclusions, 0.4m thick
and did not contain any finds.

3.8.26 Pit  376  was positioned on the northern edge of the pit group.  It was 1.2m wide and
0.33m deep.  Its single fill (377) was a mid grey brown silty sand with occasional natural
flint inclusions.  No finds were recovered from the fill.

3.8.27 Pit 378, situated adjacent to pit 376, was 1.6m wide and 0.36m deep with steep sides
and a flat base.  It contained a mid brown grey sandy silt (379) with occasional natural
flint inclusions.  The fill contained no finds.

3.8.28 Immediately south of storage pit 375 was small pit 384.  This feature was 0.55m wide
and 0.15m deep with an open U-shaped profile.  Its sole fill (383) was a mid brown silty
sand and contained two worked flints and one sherd of Early Iron Age pottery weighing
8g.

Pit Group 6
3.8.29 Pit Group 6 was situated on the eastern edge of Area A and was made up of six pits.

3.8.30 Pit 31 was located on the very northern edge of the pit group.  This feature was 0.56m
wide, 0.24m deep with a single fill (30).  The fill was made up of a light grey brown silty
sand with occasional natural flint inclusions and five sherds of Early Iron Age pottery
weighing 71g.

3.8.31 Situated to the south-west was pit  283.  This feature was 0.6m wide and 0.23m deep
with a U-shaped profile.  It contained a dark brown silty sand (283) with rare natural flint
inclusions.  The fill produced no finds.

3.8.32 Pit 456, located on the eastern edge of the pit group, had vertical sides and a flat base.
It was 1.6m wide, had a depth of 0.68m and contained six fills.  The primary fill (455)
consisted of a 0.18m thick light brown sandy silt with frequent chalk inclusions.  Fill 454
was a mid red brown silty sand with occasional gravel inclusions, 0.08m thick.  Fill 453
was made up of a 0.14m thick dark grey silty sand with moderate natural flint gravel
inclusions.   Fill  452  was  a  mid  orange  brown  silty  sand  with  frequent  natural  flint
inclusions, 0.16m thick.  Fill 451 was a mid green brown silty sand with moderate gravel
inclusions, measuring 0.2m in depth.  The latest fill (450) was made up of a mid brown
silty sand with occasional natural flint inclusions, 0.3m thick.  From this feature, thirty-
five  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery  weighing  292g  and  four  worked  flints  were
recovered from deposits 451 and 453.

3.8.33 Pit  465  (S.108, Fig. 12b) on the southern edge of the pit group, was 1.8m wide and
0.9m deep with vertical sides, a flat base and contained four fills.  Primary fill 463 was a
0.24m thick pale brown silty sand with moderate natural flint inclusions.  Fill 462 was a
mid grey brown silty sand with occasional gravel inclusions, 0.06m thick.  Secondary fill
461 was a light  grey brown silty sand with moderate gravel  inclusions, 0.26m thick.
The latest  deposit  (460) was a mid red brown silty  sand with moderate natural  flint
inclusions, 0.4m thick.  No finds were recovered from this feature.

3.8.34 Pit  468  located in between pits  456  and  471  was 1.3m wide and 0.33m deep with
vertical sides and a flat base.  The first of its two fills (467) was a 0.18m thick dark
green brown silty sand with moderate gravel inclusions.  One sherd of Early Iron Age
pottery weighing 5g and with two struck flints were recovered from the fill.  Deposit 466
was a mid green brown silty sand with moderate gravel inclusions 0.15m thick.  No
finds were  retrieved from this fill.
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3.8.35 Adjacent to pit 465 was pit 471.  This feature was 1.7m wide, 0.7m deep with two fills.
The  earliest  fill  (470)  was  made  up  of  a  mid  yellow  brown  sand  0.65m  thick  and
contained no finds.  The later fill (471) was a 0.46m thick light brown silty sand and did
not contain any finds.

Pit Group 7
3.8.36 Pit  Group  7  consisted  of  two  small  pits  situated  against  the  southernmost  limit  of

excavation of Area A.

3.8.37 Pit 446  was 1m wide and 0.4m deep with steep sides a concave base.  Its fill  (447)
consisted of a dark grey brown silty sand with rare natural flint inclusions.  The fill was
devoid of finds.

3.8.38 Small pit  448 was 0.6m wide and 0.3m deep.  The single fill  (449) was a dark grey
brown  silty  sand  with  frequent  charcoal.   Eleven  sherds  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery
weighing 73g and five flints were retrieved from the fill.

Area C (Suffolk HER MUN039)
3.8.39 Located in the southern half of Area C were three pits (Fig. 10).  Pit  1005  was 2.1m

wide and 0.8m with six fills (S.1000, Fig. 12b).  There were two primary fills; on the
northern side, fill 1010 was made up of a 0.28m thick dark grey brown silty sand, on the
southern, side fill 1011 was a light grey brown silty sand, 0.72m thick.  Fill 1009 was
0.2m thick with a dark grey brown silty sand with occasional natural flint inclusions.  Fill
1008 was a mid grey brown silty sand with occasional natural flint  inclusions 0.63m
thick.  Fill 1007 consisted of a light brown silty sand 0.3m deep.  The latest fill, 1006
was made up of a light orange brown silty sand with occasional flint inclusions, 0.27m
deep.  27 sherds of  Early Iron Age pottery weighing 244g were recovered from fills
1006, 1007 and 1009 along with thirty-four struck flints.

3.8.40 Just north of pit 1005 was pit 1013.  This was 1.2m wide, 0.25m deep containing a mid
grey brown silty  sand (1012) with occasional  natural  flint  inclusions.  No finds were
present in this feature.

3.8.41 Further  toward  the  central  portion  of  Area C was  pit  1018,  measuring  1.61m wide,
0.87m deep with with four fills (S. 1002, Fig. 12b).  Primary fill 1017 was a mid brown
grey silty sand with abundant flint and charcoal inclusions, 0.17m thick and contained
fourteen sherds of Early Iron Age pottery weighing 125g.  Fill 1016 was a 0.36m thick
deposit of mid brown silty sand with frequent chalk inclusions.  One sherd of Early Iron
Age pottery weighing 5g was retrieved from the fill.  Fill 1015 was a dark grey brown
silty sand with rare natural flint inclusions and contained twelve sherds of Early Iron Age
pottery weighing 46g.  The latest fill, 1014, was made up of a mid orange brown silty
sand with rare natural flint inclusions, 0.47m thick.

3.9   Period 4:  Post-Medieval to Modern

Ditches
3.9.1 Two ditches were recorded on the site (Fig. 11), the first (ditch 06) was aligned on an

east-north-east to west-south-west direction across both Areas A and B.  The second
132, seen in Area B, ran north-north-east to south-south-west.  Both of  these ditches
extended beyond the limits of the excavation area during the evaluation phase (Fig. 3).
A total of 85 struck flints were recovered from these ditches during excavation (Flint
Group 7, Appendix B.3).
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Evaluation
3.9.2 Ditch 06 continued to the north-east of Area A in Trench 13 (ditch 33).  This ditch was

0.7m wide and 0.26m deep with a light grey brown silty sand fill (32) with no finds.  This
ditch was seen again in Trench 17 (35).  Here it was 0.7m wide, 0.28m deep containing
the same light grey brown fill (34).  

3.9.3 To the south of Area B, ditch  132 was seen in Trench 35.  Here the ditch (146) was
0.85m wide and 0.34m deep.  It contained two fills.  The primary fill (145) was a 0.17m
thick  mid  yellow  brown  silty  sand  fill  with  large  sub-angular  stone  inclusions.   The
secondary fill (144) consisted of a 0.19m thick mid grey brown sandy silt and contained
a single flint flake.

Areas A and B (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.9.4 Ditch 06 had nineteen excavated interventions (S.57 and S.116, Fig. 12b).  It varied in

width from 1.1m to 0.6m and in depth from 0.55m to 0.2m with a light grey brown silty
sand fill.  Finds from this ditch included post-medieval tile, worked flints and a copper-
alloy awl (SF1, see Appendix B.4).

3.9.5 Ditch 132 had ten excavated interventions which varied in width from 1.25m to 0.87m
and 0.39m to 0.2m in depth with a mid grey brown silty sand fill.   Finds included a
fragment of modern glass and worked flints.

Tree throws
3.9.6 Across Areas A and B, several tree throws were identified, but only a selected sample

were excavated (Fig. 11).

Area A (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.9.7 On the western side of Area A tree throw 397 was excavated.  It was 2.5m wide, 0.6m

deep with a mixed dark grey brown fill containing modern brick and pieces of rubber.

3.9.8 A similar tree throw (398) was investigated just to the north-east of 397.  This was 2m
wide and 0.5m deep with a dark grey brown fill also containing modern brick pieces and
burnt roots.

Area B (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.9.9 Situated in the very centre of Area B, tree throw  393  was 3.6m wide and 0.4m deep

(Fig. 7 and S.126, Fig.  12a).  The fill  (520) was made of a dark grey silty sand with
lenses of yellow grey sand, frequent charcoal and occasional burnt flint.  This feature
was partially concealing Late Neolithic pit 542.

3.9.10 South of tree throw 393 and continuing southwards to the baulk were at least another
twelve tree throws.  None of these were excavated due to their similarity to feature 393.

Modern postholes
3.9.11 Across both Areas A and B several lines of modern postholes were seen (Fig. 11).  It

was  clear  that  they  were  modern  due  to  their  orientations,  lining  up  with  modern
hedgerows round horse paddocks.  Communications with grounds workers confirmed
their locations as temporary fenced paddocks.
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Area A (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.9.12 Posthole 356  was investigated as part of a long line of postholes running north-north-

east to south-south-west across the site.  It was 0.5m wide and 0.2m deep with two fills.
Primary fill 358 was a dark grey sand with rare natural flint inclusions, the secondary fill
(357) was a mid orange grey silty sand.

3.9.13 A fence line running east-north-east to west-south-west contained posthole 405.  It was
0.35m wide, 0.26m deep with a single (406) dark grey brown sandy fill with occasional
natural flint inclusions.

Area B (Suffolk HER MUN038)
3.9.14 A single  line  of  postholes  ran  in  a  north-north-west  to  south-south-east  direction

through Area B.  Two of these were investigated close to the southernmost baulk (Fig.
11).  Posthole 137 was 0.5m wide, 0.2m deep containing a single mid brown silty sand
fill (136) and postpipe 156 containing a dark grey silty sand (135).

3.9.15 Posthole 139 was 0.35m wide and 0.2m deep with a mid brown silty sand fill (138).
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4  FACTUAL DATA AND ASSESSMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 

4.1   Stratigraphic and Structural Data 

The Excavation Record
4.1.1 All hand written records have been collated and checked for internal consistency and

the  site  records  have  been  transcribed  in  full  onto  an  MS Access  database.   The
quantities of records for Areas A, B and C combined are shown in the table below.

Type Number

Context Register 15

Plan Registers 2

Section Registers 5

Sample Registers 8

Small Find Registers 1

Context Records 570

Digital Context Records
& Group Numbers

570

Plans at 1:5 1

Plans at 1:20 9

Plans at 1:50 16

Sections at 1:10 93

Sections at 1:20 26

Black & White Prints (c.36 per page) 4

Colour Slides (c. 36 per sheet) 4

Digital Photographs 807
Table 1: The excavation record

Finds and Environmental Quantification
4.1.2 All finds have been washed, quantified and bagged.  The catalogue of all finds is on an

MS  Access  database.   Total  quantities  for  each  material  type  are  listed  below  in
separate tables below for Areas A, B (Table 2) and C (Table 3).

Pottery (kg) 9.914

Animal Bone (kg) 0.29

Worked/Burnt Flint (kg) 110

Small/Registered Finds (no.) 1
Table 2: Finds and environmental quantification for Areas A and B (Suffolk HER MUN038)

Pottery (g) 0.458

Animal Bone (g) 0.443

Worked/Burnt Flint (g) 10
Table 3:  Finds and environmental quantification for Area C (Suffolk HER MUN039)
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Range and Variety 
4.1.3 Features on the site consisted of pits, postholes, ditches, natural features and layers of

Later Neolithic to post-medieval date.  The greatest proportion of these features were of
prehistoric date.  The table below summaries the total number of each type of feature.

Ditches 2

Pits 46

Finds Unit 74

Tree Throw 34

Cremations 3
Table 4: Range and variety of features for Areas A and B (Suffolk HER MUN038)

Ditches 2

Pits 3
Table 5: Range and variety of features for Area C (Suffolk HER MUN039)

Condition 
4.1.4 In general the archaeological deposits were not particularly truncated, due to the fact

that  the  fields  had  been  used  predominantly  as  grazing  for  sheep  and  as  horse
paddocks.  Thus no ploughing had occurred. 

4.1.5 The almost complete lack of animal or human bone can be explained by the acidic
nature of the sandy soil, having resulted in the bone's complete decay.  Similarly, the
absence of organic artefacts was due to a lack of waterlogged deposits on the site.

4.2   Background Research 

Comparative Sites and Published Sources
4.2.1 Excavations at nearby Fordham (Mortimer forthcoming) have revealed finds displaying

close links with those found at Moulton Paddocks.  A recent excavation at Exning also
shows great similarities with the pottery (Matt Brudenell pers. comm.).

Topographic Evidence
4.2.2 Topographic  maps  may  aid  in  understanding  the  choice  of  location  for  the  Later

Neolithic pit-cut ring ditch monument, as it is positioned on the north-facing slope of a
high promontory, but not on the crest of the hill.

4.2.3 Geological maps may also be of aid in relation to flint working, as the site is located in a
geologically comparable position to the only other well known flint source in the region,
Grimes Graves.

4.2.4 The B1506 Well Bottom Road (which the site abuts) is believed to run along the line of
the Ickneild Way, a major prehistoric route.  Its age is debatable, mostly being attributed
to the Roman period.  Nonetheless, it has often been viewed as an important element
in the distribution of flint work from the mines at Grimes Graves, which would imply that
it was in use by the fourth millennium BC (Matthews misc.).
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4.3   Artefact Summaries

Early Bronze Age Pottery (Appendix B.1)
Summary

4.3.1 The assemblage comprised 148 sherds weighing 2998g recovered from eight contexts.
The group includes three complete or  semi-complete vessels as well  as 99 refitting
sherds  of  one  other  ‘whole’  pot.   The  condition  of  the  material  is  very  good  and
incorporates fragments that have charred residue adhering to the internal and external
surfaces.

Statement of Potential

4.3.2 As  a  small  closed  group  of  Early  Bronze  Age  urns  this  assemblage  is  potentially
important.   The vessels  from contexts  123,  147 and 423 show evidence for  in  situ
burning or re-firing prior to deposition, and the pottery from contexts 300 and 423 was
found in association with cremated human bone.   Thus there is potential  for  further
research into Early Bronze Age cremation processes and how the urns themselves play
a part in it.  All the vessel should be drawn for publication. The group should be added
to Rob Law’s corpus of Group A Collared Urns for the East Anglia Region (Law 2008).

Early Iron Age Pottery (Appendix B.2)
Summary

4.3.3 A total of 607 sherds of later prehistoric pottery weighing 7374g were recovered from
39 contexts.  All the pottery is thought to date to the end of the Early Iron Age,   c.540-
360BC.  The pottery is in good condition with a moderately high mean sherd weight (of
12.1g).  The assemblage contains 21 later prehistoric fabric types and is dominated by
burnt  flint  and  sand tempered  fabrics  –  typical  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery  groups  in
Suffolk.

Statement of Potential

4.3.4 The pottery forms an important assemblage of Early Iron Age pottery, which provides
an interesting insight into the character of normal ‘domestic’ assemblages in this period
and region.   The  assemblage  does  not,  however,  quite  align  itself  with  the  nearby
Exning  or  Fordham  assemblages,  therefore  offering  a  high  potential  for  new
perspectives on the dynamics of ceramic use and discard operating within the local
landscape.

Lithics (Appendix B.3)
Summary

4.3.5 Approximately  8,500 pieces of  struck flint  were  recovered during the archaeological
works.  Of these, around 300 were recovered from unstratified topsoil deposits during
the evaluation phase.  The remainder come from stratified deposits.  In addition, a total
of 5,578 pieces of struck flint were collected from test pits.
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Statement of Potential

4.3.6 The  worked  flint  assemblage  recovered  is  notable  for  its  size  and  it  holds  a  high
potential to contribute to a number of research objectives concerning the acquisition of
flint  raw materials,  and  the significance these held  to  the  communities  using  them,
during the later 2nd millennium BC.  The flintwork is technologically comparable to that
found in the 'workshop floors' of Grimes Graves (the only other well known flint source
in the region).

4.3.7 The distribution of flintwork across topsoil deposit 400 suggests that it originally formed
a deliberate accumulation, or mound.  Based on the densities of struck flint recovered
from the test pits, it is likely to have comprised around 40,000 to 60,000 struck pieces.

4.3.8 The  struck  flint  assemblage  from  the  Iron  Age  pits  is  also  of  great  interest  as  it
comprises both contemporary flintwork and considerable quantities of  re-used cores
and flakes, many of which were utilised as hammerstones or pounders.  Occasional
reuse of earlier flintwork by later prehistoric communities is well attested in the region
but the material here is unique in both the abundance of its reuse and in the evident
specialisation that the presence of so many pounders implies.

4.3.9 Recent  work  by  Oxford  Archaeology  East  at  Kedington  (c.19km south  of  Moulton
Paddocks)  has  identified  a  further  Late  Neolithic  flint  extraction  site,  which  can  be
utilised for further comparison and information about the procurement methods and use
of raw materials in the region.

Metalwork (Appendix B.4)
Summary 

4.3.10 A single copper-alloy artefact (SF1) was recovered during archaeological works.  It is
potentially part of an awl or engraving tool.  It is not possible to attribute this tool to a
particular period.

Statement of Potential

4.3.11 This  artefact  was retrieved from the fill  of  a post-medieval  ditch and is  likely  to  be
residual.  It has no potential for further study.

Worked Stone (Appendix B.5)
Summary

4.3.12 A single  flat  stone  in  two  fragments,  with  one  pecked  and  worn  flat  surface,  was
recovered from an Early Iron Age storage pit.  It is likely to be part of a saddle quern or
rubber.

Statement of Potential

4.3.13 The item has some potential to add to our understanding of food processing in and
around the site.
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4.4   Environmental Summaries 

Human Remains (Appendix C.1)
Summary

4.4.1 Three deposits of cremated bone were recovered from Early Bronze Age pit features;
two are unurned cremations and one is an urned cremation.  In total 378.5g of bone
was recovered.  The two unurned cremations were found in pits located around flint
mound 400, whilst the urned cremation was located in an area of site away from any
other features dating to the Early Bronze Age period.

Statement of Potential

4.4.2 The urned cremation, deposit 300, was assessed as having particularly high potential
for expanding our knowledge of Early Bronze Age funerary techniques.  The contents of
the urn has been excavated  in  spits,  which will  allow the deposition  of  bone to  be
explored, which may in turn, reveal that there was some order to the way in which the
bones  were  placed  in  the  urn.   The  unurned  cremated  bone  has  moderate  to  low
potential for assigning age.

4.4.3 It is recommended that deposits 300 and 423 undergo full analysis in accordance with
standard practice (Mays et al. 2004; McKinley 2000).  It is recommended that deposit
545 only be subject to further sorting.  This would also require detailed examination of
the depositional context, and any associated artefacts and burnt material. Comparisons
with other assemblages similar in date and type would also be sought to further explore
burial practice, demography and palaeopathology.

4.4.4 It  is  also  recommended  that  deposits  300  and  423  be  put  forward  for  radiocarbon
dating.

Faunal Remains (Appendix C.2)
Summary

4.4.5 A total of 730g of faunal material was recovered from the site as a whole, yielding forty-
two countable bones.  The Area A and B assemblage consists largely of sheep/goat
remains along with small amounts of cattle and pig.  Area C showed fragmentary signs
of cattle and sheep long bones and loose teeth from adult animals.

Statement of Potential

4.4.6 Due to the extremely small  size of this assemblage little can be learnt about animal
husbandry in the area.  Thus no further work is required.  

Environmental Remains (Appendix C.3)
Summary

4.4.7 Thirty-nine  bulk samples were taken from features within the excavated areas of the
site.  All the samples were 100% processed in order to retrieve plant remains, bones
and artefacts and for the recovery of material suitable for radiocarbon/AMS dating.

4.4.8 The charred plant  assemblage is  limited to charcoal  and charred cereal  grains with
occasional  weed  seeds.   No  chaff  elements  were  recovered  and  the  cereals  are
generally poorly preserved.
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Statement of Potential

4.4.9 The low density of charred plant macrofossils in the assemblage limits interpretation of
the  features  sampled.   However,  analysis  of  the  charcoal  and  unidentified  charred
macrofossils in the Bronze Age cremation samples may provide information on pyre
technology.

4.5   Radiocarbon Dating
4.5.1 In order to achieve some of the stated research aims, radiocarbon dates were obtained

from five  features (see  Table  6 below).   The material  used for  this  analysis  varied,
however,  all  came  from  sealed  deposits.   The  radiocarbon  dating  certificates  are
presented in Appendix D.

Context
no.

Cut
no.

Feature Material Laboratory code �13C
relative
to VPDB

Radiocarbon
Age (BP)

Calibrated
date (95%

probability)

122 124 Pit Charcoal SUERC-33567 (GU-
23500)

-23.4 ‰ 3415 ± 35 1880-1620BC

323 325 Pit Grain:
Hordeum

sp

SUERC-33565 (GU-
23498)

-25.4 ‰ 2345 ± 35 540-360BC

394 396 Tree
throw

Grain:
Hordeum

sp

SUERC-33566 (GU-
23499)

-25.1 ‰ 2320 ± 35 510-230BC

541 542 Pit Charcoal SUERC-33569 (GU-
23502)

-23.8 ‰ 4170 ± 35 2890-2630 BC

545 546 Pit Calcinated
human
bone

SUERC-33568 (GU-
23501)

-25.2 ‰ 3410 ± 35 1880-1610BC

Table 6:  Radiocarbon dates
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5  UPDATED RESEARCH AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

5.1   Original Aims and Objectives
5.1.1 Two of the original research aims and objectives as stated in the WSI can be carried

forward into the updated research aims:

5.1.2 Identify any prehistoric activity associated with the Ickneild Way;

5.1.3 Provide an assessment of previous land-uses across the development area.

5.2   Updated Research Objectives
5.2.1 The  East  Anglian  Archaeology  ALGAO  Research  Framework

(http://www.eaareports.org.uk/) contains several research themes and objectives which
link  in  with  the  work  carried  out  at  Moulton  Paddocks  and  Gallop.   The  research
objectives below are taken directly from this regional research framework:

Neolithic
5.2.2 The chronology of Neolithic ring ditches in the region (the artefacts from some of which

are early Neolithic) would benefit from further study;

5.2.3 The relationship between Neolithic and Bronze Age funerary landscapes to settlements
needs to be explored in more detail;

5.2.4 The nature of burial in the eastern region needs further work;

5.2.5 Methods which enable the testing of plough-soil and any surviving earlier soils should
be applied on a routine bases within the region, given the plough damage on Neolithic
sites and that the greater part of the resources are now locked in the plough-soil.  This
will enhance magnitude and density of settlement/activity;

5.2.6 The identification, dating and recording of further potential flint mines in the region, e.g.
Grimes Graves and its environ would benefit  further research.  Linked to this is the
study of the choice and sources of flint for particular tool types, most particularly axes
and arrowheads, where there is evidence that particular types of flint were preferred.

Bronze Age
5.2.7 Examination of the inter-relationships between settlements, together with variation and

changes in settlement types, offers considerable potential  to explore social  changes
taking place, as well as the inter-relationship between settlements and monuments;

5.2.8 Patterns  of  burial  practice  need further  examination.   This  includes the  relationship
between  settlement  sites  and  burial,  and  the  development  and  use  of  monuments,
including burial mounds as key elements in determining and understanding landscapes;

5.2.9 Study  of  the  development,  frequency  and  significance  of  flintworking  through  the
Bronze Age, together with the identification of particular trends and characteristics that
may help in dating and relationships with other artefact types.

Iron Age
5.2.10 The role  of  flint  working and iron  extraction/working  within  the  region  is  still  poorly

understood,  although there is  ongoing research into  later  prehistoric  flint  working in
Suffolk;
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5.2.11 Further  work  needs  to  be  done  on  developing  regional  pottery  sequences  and
establishing a chronology for pottery assemblages.  In particular Early Iron Age pottery
chronologies are poorly understood.  This is because of a lack of radiocarbon dates and
associations with datable metalwork, but also because Early Iron Age pottery may not
fit straightforward chronological sequences.  Large closed assemblages of Early Iron
Age pottery are always in need of dating.

Specialist Aims and Objectives
Early Prehistoric Pottery (see Appendix B.1)

5.2.12 Add  the  assemblage  to  Rob  Law's  corpus  of  Group  A Collared  Urns  for  the  East
Anglian Region.

Iron Age Pottery (see Appendix B.2)

5.2.13 Establish a relationship to major groups from the Exning and Fordham assemblages.

Lithics (see Appendix B.3)

5.2.14 Full metrical, attribute and technological analysis of the flint material;

5.2.15 Description of the range of products being manufactured and their potential uses;

5.2.16 Detailed mapping of the flint assemblages' spatial and chronological distribution;

5.2.17 Refitting exercises in order to elucidate pre-depositional history and discard patterns;

5.2.18 Research  and  compilation  of  Later  Neolithic  and  Iron  Age  assemblages  from  the
region;

5.2.19 Compile possible uses and significances of the re-used material from the Iron Age pits;

5.2.20 Research and compilation of raw material sources and projects;

5.2.21 Discussion  of  the  relationship  between  the  industrial  aspect  and  the  ceremonial
associations provided by the ring ditch monument and the flint mound.

Human Remains (see Appendix C.1)

5.2.22 Identification of skeletal elements within the urned cremation to explore whether there
has been a selection process favouring certain skeletal parts over others;

5.2.23 Explore the cremation process;

5.2.24 Research and compile comparisons with assemblages similar in date and type in the
region.
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6  METHODS STATEMENTS

6.1   Stratigraphic Analysis
6.1.1 The  environmental,  finds  and  context  data  will  be  analysed  within  an  MS  Access

database.  Contexts will be assigned phase and group numbers dependant on dating
evidence found within them, stratigraphic and spacial distribution.

6.2   Illustration
6.2.1 The  site  plans  have  been  digitised  in  AutoCAD,  relevant  sections  have  also  been

digitised and, where necessary, finds drawn by hand.  These will be used to provide a
series  of  plans  showing  different  phases  of  activity  on  the  site  and  other  relevant
illustrations.

6.3   Background Research
6.3.1 Appropriate  research  into  comparative  sites  and  topographic  evidence,  will  be

undertaken to place the site within its wider context.

6.4   Artefactual Analysis 
6.4.1 A specialist  report  and  illustration  of  the  prehistoric  pottery  will  be  undertaken  and

comparisons made to other examples with specific interest given to the nearby Exning
and  Fordham  assemblages.   This  may  allow  for  more  accurate  dating  of  the
assemblage, while possibly providing information on pottery production in this region.

6.4.2 Full analysis of the lithic assemblage will be undertaken (for full recommendations see
Appendix B.3).  This will provide a detailed description of the Later Neolithic and Iron
Age assemblages and the technological strategies employed to make them.  This will
include metrical and technological analyses in order to understand the flint assemblage
own it own and enable comparisons with other known examples from the area.  This
may allow for wider understanding of the use of flint in the region as a whole.

6.4.3 Other  flint  assemblages  from  the  region  to  be  compared  and  contrasted  with  will
include Flixton, West Stow, Barnham, Haverhill, Kedington, Kilverstone, Middle Harling,
Babraham Road and Linton Village College.

6.5   Ecofactual Analysis 
6.5.1 No further work will be carried out on the environmental or faunal remains recovered

from the site.  The work carried out so far has shown that there is insufficient material
for further work to produce significant results.

6.5.2 Full analysis will be undertaken on the human remains.  This will include identification
of skeletal elements so as to estimate the minimum number of individuals represented
in  each  deposit,  along  with  the  ages  and  estimated  sexes.   Comparisons  with
assemblages  of  similar  date  and  type  will  be  found  to  explore  burial  practice,
demography and palaeopathology.
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7  ARCHIVING AND PUBLICATION 

7.1   Archiving
7.1.1 Excavated material and records will be deposited with, and curated by, Suffolk County

Council  in  appropriate  county  stores  under  the  Site  Codes  XSFMOP10  and
XSFMOG10 and the county HER code MUN 038 and MUN 039.  A digital archive will
be deposited with OA Library/ADS.  During analysis and report preparation, OA East
will hold all material and reserves the right to send material for specialist analysis.

7.1.2 The archive will be prepared in accordance with current OA East guidelines, which are
based on current national guidelines.

7.2   Publication
7.2.1 A suitable journal for the results of this project has not been established at the present

time.  It has been agreed with Jess Tipper of SCCAS/CT that a separate publication
proposal, task list and timetable be produced at a later date.

7.2.2 The publication will concentrate on the significance of the flintwork (a large proportion
of which will  be drawn) and its typological and technological compositions within the
wider Suffolk landscape from the Neolithic through to the Iron Age (see Appendix B.3).

8  RESOURCES

8.1   Staffing and Equipment

Name Initials Project Role Establishment
Barry Bishop BB Lithics Specialist Freelance
Louise Bush LB Project Officer/Author OA East
Matt Brudenell MB Earlier Iron Age Pottery Freelance
Nina Crummy NC Metalwork Freelance
Rachel Fosberry RF Environmental Remains OA East
Chris Faine CMF Faunal Remains OA East
Mark Knight MK Prehistoric Pottery Freelance
Richard Mortimer RM Project Manager OA East
Elizabeth Popescu EP Editor OA East
Ruth Shaffrey RS Worked Stone OA South
Helen Webb HW Human Skeletal Remains OA South
TBC TBC Illustrator OA East
Table 7: Project Team
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APPENDIX A.  CONTEXT SUMMARY WITH PROVISIONAL PHASING

Context Cut Category Master Number Feature Type Period
1 layer topsoil

2 layer subsoil

3 layer topsoil

4 layer subsoil

5 5 cut 5 pit 3

6 6 cut 6 ditch 4

7 6 fill ditch

8 5 fill pit

9 5 fill pit

10 5 fill pit

11 12 fill ditch

12 12 cut 6 ditch 4

13 14 fill post hole

14 14 cut 14 post hole 3

15 16 fill pit

16 16 cut 16 pit 3

17 18 fill post hole

18 18 cut 18 post hole 3

19 20 fill post hole

20 20 cut 20 post hole 3

21 22 fill pit

22 22 cut 22 pit 3

23 24 fill pit

24 24 cut 24 pit 3

25 26 fill post hole

26 26 cut 26 post hole 3

27 28 fill post hole

28 28 cut 28 post hole 3

29 5 fill pit

30 31 fill pit

31 31 cut 31 pit 3

32 33 fill ditch

33 33 cut 6 ditch 4

34 35 fill ditch

35 35 cut 6 ditch 4

36 37 fill post hole
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37 37 cut 27 post hole 3

38 39 fill post hole

39 39 cut 29 post hole 3

40 41 fill post hole

41 41 cut 41 post hole 3

42 43 fill ditch

43 43 cut 6 ditch 4

44 45 fill ditch

45 45 cut 6 ditch 4

50 finds unit

51 finds unit

52 finds unit

53 finds unit

54 finds unit

55 finds unit

56 finds unit

57 finds unit

58 finds unit

59 finds unit

60 finds unit

61 finds unit

62 finds unit

63 finds unit

64 finds unit

65 finds unit

66 finds unit

67 finds unit

68 finds unit

69 finds unit

70 finds unit

71 finds unit

72 finds unit

73 finds unit

74 finds unit

75 finds unit

76 finds unit

77 finds unit

78 finds unit

79 finds unit
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80 finds unit

81 finds unit

82 finds unit

83 finds unit

84 finds unit

85 finds unit

86 finds unit

87 finds unit

88 finds unit

89 finds unit

90 finds unit

91 finds unit

92 finds unit

93 finds unit

94 finds unit

95 finds unit

96 finds unit

97 finds unit

98 finds unit

99 finds unit

100 finds unit

101 finds unit

102 finds unit

103 finds unit

104 finds unit

105 finds unit

106 finds unit

107 finds unit

108 finds unit

109 finds unit

110 finds unit

111 finds unit

112 finds unit

113 finds unit

114 finds unit

115 finds unit

116 finds unit

117 finds unit

118 finds unit
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119 finds unit

120 finds unit

121 finds unit

122 124 fill pit

123 124 finds unit vessel

124 124 cut 124 pit 2.1

125 126 fill post pipe

126 126 cut 130 post pipe 2.1

127 130 fill post hole

128 130 fill 128 post hole

129 130 fill post hole

130 130 cut 130 post hole 2.1

131 132 fill ditch

132 132 cut 132 ditch 4

133 134 fill ditch

134 134 cut 132 ditch 4

135 156 fill post pipe

136 137 fill post hole

137 137 cut 137 post hole 4

138 139 fill post hole

139 139 cut 139 post hole 4

140 143 fill pit

141 143 fill pit

142 143 fill pit

143 143 cut 143 pit 3

144 144 fill ditch

145 146 fill ditch

146 146 cut 132 ditch 4

147 126 finds unit vessel

148 149 fill ditch

149 149 cut 6 ditch 4

150 151 fill pit

151 151 cut 151 pit 3

152 153 fill ditch

153 153 cut 153 ditch 4

154 155 fill ditch

155 155 cut 155 ditch 4

156 156 cut 156 post pipe 4

200 spit 400 TP
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201 spit 400 TP

202 spit 400 TP

203 spit 400 TP

204 spit 400 TP

205 spit 400 TP

206 spit 400 TP

207 spit 400 TP

208 spit 400 TP

209 spit 400 TP

210 spit 400 TP

211 spit 400 TP

212 spit 400 TP

213 spit 400 TP

214 spit 400 TP

215 spit 400 TP

216 spit 400 TP

217 spit 400 TP

218 spit 400 TP

219 spit 400 TP

220 spit 400 TP

221 spit 400 TP

222 spit 400 TP

223 spit 400 TP

224 spit 400 TP

225 spit 400 TP

226 spit 400 TP

227 spit 400 TP

228 spit 400 TP

229 spit 400 TP

230 spit 400 TP

231 spit 400 TP

232 spit 400 TP

233 spit 400 TP

234 spit 400 TP

235 spit 400 TP

236 spit 400 TP

237 spit 400 TP

238 spit 400 TP

239 spit 400 TP
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240 spit 400 TP

241 finds unit 400

242 finds unit 400

243 finds unit 400

244 finds unit 400

245 finds unit 400

246 finds unit 400

247 finds unit 400

248 finds unit 400

249 finds unit 400

250 finds unit 400

251 spit 400 TP

252 spit 400 TP

253 spit 400 TP

254 spit 400 TP

255 spit 400 TP

256 spit 400 TP

257 spit 400 TP

258 spit 400 TP

259 spit 400 TP

260 spit 400 TP

261 spit 400 TP

262 spit 400 TP

263 spit 400 TP

264 spit 400 TP

265 spit 400 TP

266 spit 400 TP

267 spit 400 TP

268 spit 400 TP

269 spit 400 TP

270 spit 400 TP

271 spit 400 TP

272 spit 400 TP

273 spit 400 TP

274 spit 400 TP

275 spit 400 TP

276 spit 400 TP

277 spit 400 TP

278 spit 400 TP
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279 spit 400 TP

280 spit 400 TP

281 281 cut 6 ditch 4

282 281 fill ditch

283 283 cut 283 pit 3

284 283 fill pit

285 285 cut 6 ditch 4

286 285 fill ditch

287 287 cut 6 ditch 4

288 287 fill ditch

289 289 cut 289 pit 3

290 289 fill pit

291 291 cut 6 ditch 4

292 291 fill ditch

293 293 cut 6 ditch 4

294 293 fill ditch

295 295 cut 295 pit 3

296 295 fill pit

297 297 cut 6 ditch 4

298 297 fill ditch

299 299 cut 6 ditch 4

300 302 finds unit vessel

301 302 fill pit

302 302 cut 302 pit 3

303 299 fill ditch

304 304 cut 304 tree throw 4

305 304 fill tree throw

306 306 cut 6 ditch 4

307 306 fill ditch

308 308 cut 6 ditch 4

309 308 fill ditch

310 310 cut 6 ditch 4

311 310 fill ditch

312 312 cut 6 ditch 4

313 312 fill ditch

314 314 cut 6 ditch 4

315 314 fill ditch

316 316 cut 6 ditch 4

317 316 fill ditch
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318 318 cut 6 ditch 4

319 318 fill ditch

320 325 fill pit

321 325 fill pit

322 325 fill pit

323 325 fill pit

324 325 fill pit

325 325 cut 325 pit 3

326 326 cut 326 pit 3

327 326 fill pit

328 326 fill pit

329 325 fill pit

330 326 fill pit

331 326 fill pit

332 326 fill pit

333 333 cut 333 pit 2.2

334 333 fill pit

335 335 cut 335 tree throw 4

336 335 fill tree throw

337 337 cut 337 tree throw 4

338 337 fill tree throw

339 339 cut 339 pit 3

340 339 fill pit

341 341 cut 341 pit 3

342 341 fill pit

343 343 cut 343 pit 3

344 343 fill pit

345 343 fill pit

346 343 fill pit

347 343 fill pit

348 349 fill pit

349 349 cut 349 pit 3

350 VOID

351 VOID

352 VOID

353 VOID

354 VOID

355 VOID

356 356 cut 356 post hole 4
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357 356 fill post hole

358 356 fill post hole

359 359 cut 359 pit 3

360 359 fill pit

361 361 cut 361 pit 3

362 361 fill pit

363 363 cut 363 pit 3

364 363 fill pit

365 367 fill pit

366 367 fill pit

367 367 cut 367 pit 3

368 VOID

369 VOID

370 VOID

371 VOID

372 375 fill pit

373 375 fill pit

374 375 fill pit

375 375 cut 375 pit 3

376 376 cut 376 pit 3

377 376 fill pit

378 378 cut 378 pit 3

379 378 fill pit

380 380 cut 380 pit 3

381 380 fill pit

382 380 fill pit

383 384 fill pit

384 384 cut 384 pit 3

385 layer 385 spread

386 spit 400 TP

387 spit 400 TP

388 spit 400 TP

389 spit 400 TP

390 spit 400 TP

391 spit 400 TP

392 spit 400 TP

393 393 cut 393 tree throw 4

394 396 fill tree throw

395 396 fill tree throw
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396 396 cut 396 tree throw 3

397 397 cut 397 tree throw 4

398 398 cut 398 tree throw 4

399 399 cut 399 tree throw 4

400 master number 400 1

401 399 fill tree throw

402 402 cut 402 pit 3

403 402 fill pit

404 402 fill pit

405 405 cut 405 post hole 4

406 405 fill post hole

407 407 cut 407 tree throw 4

408 407 fill tree throw

409 spit 400 TP

410 spit 400 TP

411 spit 400 TP

412 spit 400 TP

413 spit 400 TP

414 spit 400 TP

415 spit 400 TP

416 spit 400 TP

417 spit 400 TP

418 419 fill pit

419 419 cut 419 pit 3

420 420 cut 420 tree throw 4

421 420 fill tree throw

422 424 fill pit

423 424 fill pit

424 424 cut 424 pit 2.1

425 425 cut 425 pit 3

426 425 fill pit

427 427 cut 427 pit 3

428 427 fill pit

429 398 fill pit

430 431 fill tree throw

431 431 cut 431 tree throw 4

432 433 fill post hole

433 433 cut 433 post hole 3

434 435 fill post hole
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435 435 cut 435 post hole 3

436 437 fill post hole

437 437 cut 437 post hole 3

438 439 fill post hole

439 439 cut 439 post hole 3

440 441 fill post hole

441 441 cut 441 post hole 3

442 442 cut 442 pit 3

443 442 fill pit

444 442 fill pit

445 442 fill pit

446 446 cut 446 pit 3

447 446 fill pit

448 448 cut 448 pit 3

449 448 fill pit

450 456 fill pit

451 456 fill pit

452 456 fill pit

453 456 fill pit

454 456 fill pit

455 456 fill pit

456 456 cut 456 pit 3

457 442 fill pit

458 458 cut 458 post hole 3

459 459 fill post hole

460 465 fill pit

461 465 fill pit

462 465 fill pit

463 462 fill pit

464 VOID

465 465 cut 465 pit 3

466 468 fill pit

467 468 fill pit

468 468 cut 468 pit 3

469 471 fill pit

470 471 fill pit

471 471 cut 471 pit 3

472 472 cut 472 pit 3

473 472 fill pit
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474 472 fill pit

475 472 fill pit

476 472 fill pit

477 477 cut 477 pit 3

478 477 fill pit

479 480 fill ditch

480 480 cut 132 ditch 4

481 482 fill ditch

482 482 cut 132 ditch 4

483 484 fill ditch

484 484 cut 132 ditch 4

485 488 fill ditch

486 488 fill ditch

487 488 fill ditch

488 488 cut 6 ditch 4

489 492 fill ditch

490 492 fill ditch

491 492 fill ditch

492 492 cut 6 ditch 4

493 496 fill ditch

494 496 fill ditch

495 496 fill ditch

496 496 cut 6 ditch 4

497 506 finds unit

498 506 finds unit

499 506 finds unit

500 506 finds unit

501 506 finds unit

502 506 finds unit

503 506 finds unit

504 506 finds unit

505 506 finds unit

506 506 cut 506 spread 1

507 506 finds unit

508 511 fill ditch

509 511 fill ditch

510 511 fill ditch

511 511 cut 6 ditch 4

512 506 finds unit
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513 506 finds unit

514 515 fill ditch

515 515 cut 132 ditch 4

516 517 fill ditch

517 517 cut 132 ditch 4

518 519 fill ditch

519 519 cut 132 ditch 4

520 393 fill tree throw

521 522 fill hollow

522 522 cut 522 hollow 4

523 524 fill ditch

524 524 cut 6 ditch 4

525 527 fill ditch

526 527 fill ditch

527 527 cut 132 ditch 4

528 528 cut 132 ditch 4

529 528 fill ditch

530 530 cut 132 ditch 4

531 530 fill ditch

532 533 fill pit

533 533 cut 533 pit 2.1

534 506 finds unit

535 506 finds unit

536 506 finds unit

537 506 finds unit

538 506 finds unit

539 506 finds unit

540 506 finds unit

541 542 fill pit

542 542 cut 542 pit 1

543 544 fill pit

544 544 cut 544 pit 2.1

545 546 fill pit

546 546 cut 546 pit 2.1

547 506 finds unit

548 506 finds unit

549 506 finds unit

550 506 finds unit

551 552 fill pit
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552 552 cut 552 pit 3

553 542 fill pit

1000 layer

1001 layer

1002 layer

1003 layer

1004 layer

1005 1005 cut 1005 pit 3

1006 1005 fill pit

1007 1005 fill pit

1008 1005 fill pit

1009 1005 fill pit

1010 1005 fill pit

1011 1005 fill pit

1012 1013 fill pit

1013 1013 cut 1013 pit 3

1014 1018 fill pit

1015 1018 fill pit

1016 1018 fill pit

1017 1018 fill pit

1018 1018 cut 1018 pit 3

1019 1019 cut 1064 ditch 1

1020 1019 fill ditch

1021 1019 fill ditch

1022 1023 fill ditch

1023 1023 cut 1064 ditch 1

1024 1023 fill ditch

1025 1023 fill ditch

1026 1023 fill ditch

1027 1033 fill ditch

1028 1033 fill ditch

1029 1033 fill ditch

1030 1033 fill ditch

1031 1033 fill ditch

1032 1033 fill ditch

1033 1033 cut 1064 ditch 1

1034 1019 fill ditch

1035 1019 fill ditch

1036 1019 fill ditch

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 47 of 90 Report Number 1258



1037 1019 fill ditch

1038 1019 fill ditch

1039 1033 fill ditch

1040 1033 fill ditch

1041 1041 cut 1064 ditch 1

1042 1041 fill ditch

1043 1041 fill ditch

1044 1041 fill ditch

1045 1041 fill ditch

1046 1047 fill post hole

1047 1047 cut 1064 post hole 1

1048 1049 fill ditch

1049 1049 cut 1064 ditch 1

1050 1050 cut 1064 ditch 1

1051 1019 fill ditch

1052 1033 fill ditch

1053 1033 fill ditch

1054 1033 fill ditch

1055 1055 cut 1064 ditch 1

1056 1055 fill ditch

1057 1055 fill ditch

1058 1055 fill ditch

1059 1055 fill ditch

1060 1063 fill ditch

1061 1063 fill ditch

1062 1063 fill ditch

1063 1063 cut 1064 ditch 1

1064 master number 1064 ditch 1
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APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Earlier Prehistoric Pottery

By Mark Knight

Introduction
B.1.1  The  assemblage  comprises  148  sherds  weighing  2998g  (Table  8).   The  collection

includes three complete or semi-complete vessels as well as 99 refitting sherds of one
other ‘whole’ pot. The condition of the material is very good and incorporates fragments
that have charred residue adhering to internal and external surfaces.  Decoration is rare
whilst plain base, shoulder, collar, neck and rim fragments are represented in all but one
context.  The fabric series is limited to variants of medium-hard grog-rich types, with or
without  added  sand,  or  in  one  occasion,  with  ‘lost’  shell.   The  majority  of  the
assemblage is Early Bronze Age and belongs to the Collared, Cordoned and Biconical
Urn tradition (Longworth 1984; Burgess 1986).  Two of the whole urns were found with
cremated/calcined  bone  (contexts  300  and  423).   Context  346  produced  a  few
fragments of Middle Bronze Age Deverel-Rimbury pottery.

Area Context Cut no. Feature Sherds Weight
A 23 24 pit 1 1g
B 122 124 pit 24 204g
B 123 124 pit 1 559g
B 147 126 pit 1 570g
A 300 302 pit 8 879g
A 346 343 pit 11 54g
B 423 424 pit 99 713g
B 532 533 pit 3 18g

Total 148 2998g
Table 8: Assemblage Breakdown

Assemblage
B.1.2  This group includes five,  possibly  six,  small  Early  Bronze Age urns that  incorporate

collared as well  as cordoned/biconical forms.  The largest vessel came from context
300 (Plate 3) and comprises a lop-sided or irregular Collared Urn with an oval-shaped
mouth.  The urn is plain and seemingly in relatively pristine condition when deposited.
The other urns however, have all been subject to re-firing or burning prior to deposition
and  include  a  Collared  Urn  from  context  423  that  has  partially  disintegrated  and
transformed into fire-cracked, crumbling fragments all sharing the same pale buff colour
internally, externally and across sherd breaks.  The smaller cordoned/biconical forms
from contexts 123 (Fig. 13 and Plate 5) and 147 (Plate 7) also show attributes of having
been heat affected but to a much lesser degree. 

B.1.3  Barclay (2002) has identified a pattern of diminutive Collared Urns (and other small EBA
cinerary vessels) being re-fired prior to burial.  He suggests that vessels below 20cm in
height may have been part of the cremation process and accompanied the body onto
the  pyre  as  opposed  to  being  straightforward  post-pyre  containers  (Barclay  2002).
Excavations  in  Peterborough  and  Cambridgeshire  have  recently  identified  a  similar
pattern with re-fired diminutive urns being found inside small in situ pit-pyres (i.e. small
fire-reddened pits) and within a burnt fuel matrix (Gibson & Knight 2006; Evans & Tabor
2010).  Fragments of calcined human bone were present in most but not all of these
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contexts.   The pit-pyres were found as isolated features  at  Bradley Fen,  Whittlesey
(Gibson & Knight 2006) or in groups associated with existing or ‘forming’ monuments at
Over Narrows, Needingworth (Evans & Tabor 2010). 

Results
B.1.4  Context 122 – Fragments of a small  Biconical/Collared Urn.   Made up of 24 sherds

weighing 204g.  Internally bevelled rim decorated along its top with incised fingernail
decoration.  Collar/neck zone is mostly plain except for a patch of vertical rows of small
fingernail  impressions and two possible horizontal  rows of  twisted cord.  Pronounced
cordon/shoulder/collar (pinched).  The fabric is medium hard abundant small angular
grog.  Possibly re-fired.

B.1.5  Context 123 – Small ‘Biconical’ Urn.  Complete diminutive urn (height: 12cm; diameter
8.5cm). The vessel is a closed form with a moulded shoulder/cordon/vestigial collar and
a flattened squared rim that was accentuated by slight pinching.  The vessel weighs
559g.  The Fabric is medium hard with common small grog and common sand.  The
external surface is pitted across one half of the vessel as if it has been on its side and
carbonised residue was present both internally and externally.  Crazing and enhanced
oxidised colour suggests that the vessel had been re-fired.

B.1.6  Context  147  –  Small  ‘Biconical’ Urn.   Truncated small  urn  (height:  14cm;  diameter:
11cm), no rim present, 60% of neck survives and rest of pot intact.  The biconical form
has a pronounced shoulder/cordon making it  collar-like in form.   The vessel  weighs
570g.  The fabric  is  medium hard with frequent  small  grog and common small  sand.
Crazing and colour changes indicate a pot that has been subject to re-firing. 

B.1.7  Context 300 – Plain Collared Urn.  Near complete medium sized urn (height: 19.5cm;
diameter 17.0-17.5cm).  Upper part of vessel is truncated (missing 60% of rim, 50%
collar  and 40% neck).   The vessel  weighs 741g plus 138g made up of  7  detached
sherds.  The urn has a slack shoulder/neck zone (5cm deep) which is emphasised by
two ‘finger-grooves’ at the shoulder line and immediately below the collar.  The collar to
lip  measurement  equals  3.5cm and the rim is  a  squared/flattened type.   The collar
undulates and overall the vessel has a lop-sided appearance.  The fabric is medium
hard  with  abundant  small  angular  grog (orange/buff  coloured).   Carbonised  residue
coats the inside of the belly of vessel.

B.1.8  Context  346  –  Deverel-Rimbury  Urn  fragments?  Assemblage  comprises  11  sherds
weighing 54g.  Fabric: Medium with common medium grog and frequent medium voids
(lost shell?; corky and lightweight fabric).  Two base sherds present.  Feature sherds
includes a pinched/rounded T-shaped rim as well as a large rim fragment from a closed
barrel-shaped form with an externally thickened rim decorated along its top with deep
fingertip impressions.

B.1.9  Context 423 – Collared Urn.  Heavily burnt and fragmented small Collared Urn.  Made
up of 99 sherds weighing 713g.  The urn has a simple rounded or pinched rim above a
pronounced  shoulder/collar  moulded  collar/neck  zone.   Applied  raised  horseshoe
handle  survives  across  shoulder.   The  fabric  is  medium  hard  with  common  small
rounded grog.  Crazed pale buff colour with some core definition (dark grey) but burning
or re-firing extended across sherd breaks. 

B.1.10  Context  532  –  Shoulder  fragment.  3  sherds  weighing  18g.   The fabric  is  hard  with
common grog and common sand.

B.1.11  Context 23 – Single sherd (1g).  Fabric: Medium with common small grog (soapy).
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Recommendations
B.1.12  As  a  small  closed  group  of  Early  Bronze  Age  urns,  the  entire  assemblage  (except

context  23)  should to be drawn for  publication.   As part  of  the drawing process the
areas of re-firing could also be illustrated.  For publication to group should be added to
Rob Law’s corpus of Group A Collared Urns for the East Anglian Region (Law 2008).
Further  research/comparisons  of  the  urns  also  needs  to  be  investigated  within  a
regional context, specifically with views to the relationships and dating of biconical and
collared urn and their contexts.

B.2  Iron Age Pottery

By Matt Brudenell

Introduction and methodology
B.2.1  A  total  of  607  sherds  (7374g)  of  later  prehistoric  pottery  were  recovered  during

excavations.  With the exception of two probable Late Bronze Age sherds (13g) from
ditch 1019 (Fig. 8), a single ‘generic’ Iron Age sherd (1g) from ditch 1033 (Fig. 8), and a
somewhat ambiguous group of later prehistoric ceramics from pit  343 (9 sherds, 50g)
(Fig. 9), all the pottery is thought to date to the Early Iron Age –  and is  suggested as
belonging to the Latest Early Iron Age,  c.540-360BC.

B.2.2  The pottery discussed derived from 41 contexts; 37 of which are related to twenty-two
discrete features, including pits, ditches and a tree-throw (Table 9 below).  The pottery
is in good condition with a moderately high mean sherd weight of 12.1g.  By count, 60%
of the sherds are classified as small (<4cm in size); 37% as medium-sized (4-8cm), and
3% as large (>8cm in size) – frequencies fairly typical for Post-Deverel Rimbury (PDR)
assemblages in East Anglia.  The bulk of the pottery was recovered from contexts in
Areas A and B, which yielded 548 sherds (6916g), representing 90.3% of excavation
total (by count).  The remaining ceramics derive from Area C, and include 59 sherds
(458g), amongst which are the two aforementioned Late Bronze Age fragments, and the
single  ‘generic’  Iron  Age  sherd.   Given  that  these  site  assemblages  are  broadly
contemporary, the pottery is quantified, described and discussed together.

B.2.3  All  pottery  has  been  fully  recorded  following  the  recommendations  laid  out  by  the
Prehistoric Ceramic Research Group (PCRG 1997).  Sherds weighing less than 0.5g
were  recorded  as  crumbs  (24g  in  total),  and  were  excluded  from  all  the  totals
presented.

Area Feature
/cut no.

Feature
type

Contexts with
pottery No. sherds Wt. (g) Ceramic date

Area A 5 Pit 8, 10 31 324 EIA
Area A 22 Pit 21 21 104 EIA
Area A 31 Pit 30 3 71 EIA

Evaluation 151 Pit 150 5 17 EIA
Area A 325 Pit 320, 322-323 80 865 EIA
Area A 326 Pit 328, 331 23 150 EIA
Area A 343 Pit 346 9 50 MBA or EIA?
Area A 349 Pit 348 4 18 EIA
Area A 375 Pit 373 15 146 EIA
Area A 384 Pit 383 1 8 EIA
Area A 396 Tree-throw 394-395 237 4118 EIA
Area A 419 Pit 418 17 262 EIA
Area A 442 Pit 443-445, 457 33 258 EIA
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Area A 448 Pit 449 11 73 EIA
Area A 456 Pit 451, 453 35 292 EIA
Area A 468 Pit 467 1 5 EIA
Area A 472 Pit 475, 476 12 127 EIA
Area A 506 Finds unit 502 1 3 EIA
Area A 552 Pit 551 4 8 EIA
Area A N/A Finds unit 68 2 6 EIA
Area A N/A Finds unit 84 1 4 EIA
Area A N/A Spread 385 2 7 EIA

Area C 1005 Pit 1006-1007,
1009 27 244 EIA

Area C 1018 Pit 1014-1017 29 200 EIA
Area C 1019 Ditch 1020 2 13 LBA
Area C 1033 Ditch 1031 1 1 IA
Total - - - 607 7374 -

Table 9: Pottery quantification by site and feature

Assemblage characteristics
B.2.4  Twenty-one later  prehistoric  fabric  types  are  distinguished in  the  assemblage,  each

assignable to one of nine major groups.  By weight, 91% of the pottery is tempered with
calcined flint and sand - prominent amongst which fabric FQ2, accounting for 68% of
the assemblage alone.   The dominance of  burnt  flint  and sand tempered  fabrics  is
typical of Early Iron Age pottery groups in Suffolk, with similarly high frequencies (78%)
recorded  for  a  substantial  assemblage  recovered  at  Exning  (EXE082,  Brudenell
forthcoming).  

B.2.5  The various fabric types constituting this group differ according to the grade and density
of the crushed burnt flint added to the matrix of the clay.  In general, fabrics FQ1, FQ2
and FQ5 can be classified as ‘coarse’ fabrics (78% of the assemblage by weight); FQ3
and FQ6 as ‘intermediate’ (9%), and FQ4 and FQ7 as ‘fine’ (4%).  The remaining 9% of
pottery in the assemblage is shared amongst ‘minor’ fabric groups containing sand with
flint (3%); sand (2%); shell (2%); flint (<1%); flint, sand and voids (<1%); sand, grog and
flint (<1%); grog (<1%) and voids (<1%).

B.2.6  Without the application of thin section analysis, the sources of the potting clays remain
uncertain.   However,  it  is  generally  assumed that  most  later  prehistoric  ceramics  in
eastern England were produced and distributed on a local level (Morris 1994; 1996).
Judging from the surface geology within a 10km radius of the site, potters could have
had access to a range of potential clays and tempering agents from their immediate
landscape.  For example, the alluvial deposits flanking the River Kennett, c.2km to the
east, may have offered suitable potting clays; as could have the Head deposits, less
than 2km to the north.  

B.2.7  Inclusions such as flint  would have been readily available from the sites’ own chalk-
derived soils, whilst any sand added to the clay matrix could have been extracted from
local outcrops of River Terrace sands and gravels.  The potential source of the shelly
wares is more difficult to gauge, though it is not inconceivable that the clays derive from
a non-local source in the fens,  c.14km to the north-west – fossiliferous Jurassic clays
outcropping near to Wicken, Cambridgeshire.  These may have by exploited by local
potters, perhaps during seasonal forays into the fen-region. Alternatively, some of the
vessels  may  have  been  acquired  through  networks  of  exchange  with  communities
located further west.
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Fabric Group No./(wt.)
sherds

% of
fabric (by

wt.)

No./wt.
sherds

burnished

% of fabric
burnished (by

wt.)
MNV MNV

burnished

F1 Flint 4/8 0.1 - - 1 -
F2 Flint 7/26 0.4 - - 1 -
FQ Flint and sand 40/52 0.7 1/1 1.9 1 -
FQ1 Flint and sand 28/490 6.6 - - 4 -
FQ2 Flint and sand 328/5039 68.3 11/60 1.2 17 -
FQ3 Flint and sand 56/473 6.4 7/81 17.1 5 -
FQ4 Flint and sand 29/214 2.9 9/104 48.6 1 1
FQ5 Flint and sand 16/196 2.7 - - 1 -
FQ6 Flint and sand 14/161 2.2 1/25 15.5 2 -
FQ7 Flint and sand 21/112 1.5 13/48 42.9 2 1

FQV1 Flint, sand &
voids 5/38 0.5 - - - -

G1 Grog 2/9 0.1 - - 1 -
Q1 Sand 2/37 0.5 - - - -
Q2 Sand 15/104 1.4 14/103 99.0 1 1

QF1 Sand with flint 16/202 2.7 4/26 12.9 1 1

QGF1 Sand, grog &
flint 2/61 0.8 2/61 100.0 - -

S1 Shell 11/81 1.1 - - - -
S2 Shell 2/9 0.1 - - - -
S3 Shell 1/18 0.2 - - 1 -
V1 Voids 3/27 0.4 - - 1 -
V2 Voids 5/17 0.2 - - 1 -

Total - 607/7374 99.8 62/509 6.9 41 4
Table 10:  Fabric frequencies and the relationship to burnishing and vessel counts.  

MNV = minimum number of vessels, calculated as the total number of different rims and bases

Fabric Series
Burnt flint tempered fabrics
F1: Moderate or common coarse burnt flint (mainly 2-3mm)

F2: Moderate or common coarse and very coarse burnt flint (mainly 2-4mm) 

Burnt flint and sand tempered fabrics

FQ1: Moderate or common coarse and very coarse burnt flint (mainly 3-4mm) in a sand
clay matrix. 

FQ2: Moderate or common coarse burnt flint (mainly 2-3mm) in a sandy clay matrix.

FQ3: Moderate or common medium burnt flint (mainly 1-2mm) in a sandy clay matrix. 

FQ4: Moderate or common, finely crushed burnt flint (mainly 0.25-1mm) in a sand clay
matrix. The fabric may contain rare pieces of burnt flint up to 2mm in size.

FQ5: Sparse coarse burnt flint (mainly 2-3mm) in a sandy clay matrix.

FQ6: Sparse medium burnt flint  (mainly 1-2mm) in a sandy clay matrix.  Fabric may
contain rare rounded quartz gains (up to 1.5mm) 

FQ7: Sparse finely crushed burnt flint (mainly 0.25-1mm) in a sand clay matrix. The
fabric may contain rare pieces of burnt flint up to 2mm in size.

FQ: Generic category for sherds with burnt flint  inclusions too small  to assign to a
numbered fabric group 
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Burnt flint, sand and void fabrics 

FQV1:  Moderate  or  common medium or  burnt  flint  (mainly  1-3mm) in  a  sandy clay
matrix with sparse to moderate oval voids (1-4mm in size)

Sand with burnt flint fabrics

QF1: Moderate or common quartz sand and rare burnt flint (mainly <1.5mm, with very
occasional large fragments >4mm)

Sand fabrics

Q1: Moderate or common quartz sand, abrasive to touch. May contain rare quartz
grains (up to 2mm) and very rare coarse pieces of crushed and partially burnt flint 

Q2: Moderate to common fine sand

Sand, grog and burnt flint fabrics

QGF1: Moderate or common quartz sand and rare to sparse grog (<2mm) and sparse
flint (mainly <1.5mm)

Shell fabrics

S1: Moderate to common medium to very coarse shell (2-6mm)

S2: Moderate to common medium to coarse shell (1-3mm). Occasional sherds contain
moderate quartz sand

S3: Common to abundant medium shell (1-2mm)

Corky void fabrics

V1: Common medium and coarse poorly-sorted voids (1-6mm)

V2: Common medium voids (1-2mm)

Grog fabrics:

G1: Moderate to common grog (1-3mm) in a slightly sandy clay matrix

Results
B.2.8  Based on the total number of different rims and bases, the assemblage is estimated to

include a minimum of 41 different vessels (25 different rims; sixteen different bases;
total estimated vessel equivalent (EVE) 2.73).  The identifiable forms comprise slack,
rounded and marked shouldered jars, a barrel shaped vessel, and two bowls: one an
angular tripartite bowl, the other a simple open bowl.  The eleven form assigned vessels
incorporate 84 sherds (2496), representing 13.8% of the assemblage by sherd count, or
33.8%  by  weight.   Following  Barrett’s  (1980)  classification,  all  are  designated  un-
burnished coarsewares: nine Class I jars, two Class III bowls – all derive from Area A.  

B.2.9  None of the jar forms are specifically unique to the Early Iron Age, and are types well
represented in all  PDR assemblages in East Anglia.  Five display rounded shoulders
and short upright rims (Form F); two of which are decorated by fingertip impressions on
the rim-top.  Three of the other jars in the assemblage are also ornamented.  The two
vessels with marked shoulders and hollowed necks (Form H) have finger treatments
along the girth; one with regular fingertip impressions, the other executed with a neat,
closely spaced row of deep pinch marks formed between thumb and finger.  The other
decorated jar  has a barrel  shaped profile with convex walls,  ending in an externally
expanded  rim  (Form  D),  decorated  with  deep  fingertip  impressions  on  the  rim-top.
Similar  jars  are  encountered  in  other  PDR  assemblages,  though  it  is  possible  this
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example pre-dates the Late Bronze Age, as it has some affinities to the urn tradition of
the Middle Bronze Age.  Certainly, the vessels’ corky void fabric (V1) is unusual for PDR
pottery, and no other flint and sand sherds were recovered the deposits in pit 343.

B.2.10  The final form assigned jar identified is a slack shouldered vessel, with a relatively tall
upright neck and rim diameter of 28cm (Form G).  This is the largest vessel recovered,
though only eight of the 25 different rims in the assemblage are ultimately measurable
(ranging from 14-28cm).  Six of these belong to the form assigned coarseware jars with
rims measuring 21-28cm, broadly making them ‘medium’ or ‘large-sized’ vessels with
volume capacities exceeding c.6000-8000cc.  The only measurable form assigned bowl
is a tripartite vessel  with an everted rim (c.14cm in diameter).   This is  a plain,  thin-
walled bowl, whose surfaces is abraded and partially burnt.  Indeed, it may originally
have been a ‘true’ fineware with a burnished or polished exterior.  The only other form
assigned  bowl  in  the  assemblage  is  definitely  a  coarseware,  and  displays  fingertip
decoration on the rim-top.

B.2.11  Burnished fineware sherds are rare in the assemblage.  In all, only 62 sherds (509g)
are designated finewares, each displaying carefully smoothed, burnished or polished
surfaces.  This accounts for just 10.2% of the pottery by sherd count, or 6.9% by weight;
figures relatively low for Early Iron Age assemblages in East Anglia.  Whilst a variety of
fabrics are treated, only the fine sandy wares and sherds with finely crushed burnt flint
and sand inclusions are regularly treated – i.e.  fabric  types Q2, FQ4 and FQ7 (see
Table 10 above).  

B.2.12  Decoration is absent  from the finewares,  but is  found on a total  of  28 un-burnished
sherds  (592g),  from a  maximum of  10  different  vessels.   Forms  of  application  are
confined to finger-tipping, (found on the rim-top and shoulder of vessels, as well as one
unidentified zone: 20 sherds, 465g) and pinching (restricted to the shoulder: 8 sherds,
127g), although a further 33 body sherds (432g) are noted as displaying scored/lightly
scored exterior surfaces.  More significantly, 20% of the vessel rims in the assemblage
are decorated (5 out 25 different rims; 5 out of 22 different coarseware rims).  This has
chronological implications, as PDR assemblages with rim decoration frequencies on or
above the 20% mark usually date to Earliest Iron Age in East Anglia (Brudenell and Hill
2009, 189).

B.2.13  Evidence for vessel  use is identified in the form of  carbonized residues adhering to
sherd surfaces (57 sherds, 1080g).  ‘Sooting’, or thin residues, survive on 49 sherds
(1015g),  whilst  thicker  food  crusts  are  preserved  on  eight  other  fragments  (65g).
Residues  are  present  on  four  of  the  form-assigned  coarseware  jars  (Forms  F  (2
vessels), G and D) with rims measuring 21-28cm.  These vessels most likely served as
cooking pots.

Deposition
B.2.14  Most  of  the  excavated  featured  yield  small  groups  of  pottery  weighing  under  100g

(Table 11 below).  These include eight pits from Area A (31,  151,  343,  349,  384,  448,
468 and  552)  (Fig.  9)  and  the  two  ditches  from Area  C (1019  and 1033)  (Fig.  8).
Features  with  these  small  assemblages  contain  between  one  and  eleven  sherds
(median 3.5), with mean sherd weights (MSWs) ranging from 1.0-23.7g (median 5.6g).
These probably derive from a ‘background’ scatter of ceramic debris laying across the
site which was unintentionally caught in dumps of soil during backfilling, or had naturally
eroded into open features. The same is arguably true for some of the medium-sized
ceramic deposits (101-500g), recovered from ten pits on the site - eight from Area A (5,
22,  326,  375,  419,  442,  456,  472) (Fig. 9) and two from Area C (1005 and 1018) (Fig.
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10).  However, the composition of these assemblages is slightly more varied, with most
contexts containing material derived from a variety of different vessels in varying states
of  fragmentation.   Sherd totals  range from twelve to  35 fragments  per  feature,  with
MSWs varying from 5.0-15.4g (median 8.7g).  The vast majority of sherds are relatively
small,  though  mixed  amongst  them  are  larger  ‘fresher’  fragments,  including  the
occasional partial vessel profile. 

Deposit size Weight range No. of features % of features
Small 0-100g 10 45.5

Medium 101-250g 6 27.3
251-500g 4 18.2

Large 501-1000g 1 4.5
1000g+ 1 4.5

Total - 22 100
Table 11: Pottery deposit size and frequency

B.2.15  The various practices responsible for the generation of these and other larger pottery
deposits (501g+) detailed in Table 12 below are difficult to untangle.  At one end of the
spectrum, some of the smaller groups of pottery probably enter features incidentally, via
the kinds of  processes discussed above.  The larger groups, by contrast,  may have
derived  from  pre-depositional  contexts  such  as  surface  rubbish  heaps/middens  -
contexts  where  repeated  episodes  of  discard  from  a  range  of  refuse-management
practices  would  have  generated  mixed  compositions  of  pottery  similar  to  those
encountered in the features.  In Table 12 below, these two features field 52% of pottery
in the overall assemblage (68% by weight). 

Feature No./wt. (g)
sherds MNV No.

refits MSW % Small
(<4cm)

% Medium
(4-8cm)

% Large
(>8cm)

325 80/865 8 27 10.8 61 38 1
396 237/4118 11 55 17.4 47 47 6

Table 12: Composition of large-sized feature assemblages

B.2.16  Sherd refits  are relatively common in the assemblage, through only within individual
contexts, and between those belonging to the same feature (143 sherds refits identified
in total).  However, one cross-feature join was noted between tree throw 396 (context
394)  and  pit  456 (context  453).   These  sherds  belong  to  Form  F  shouldered  jar
decorated with fingertip impressions on the rim top. 

Discussion
B.2.17  Leaving  aside  the  generic  ‘Iron  Age’  sherd  from  ditch  1033,  and  the  uncertainties

surrounding the assemblage from pit  343,  all  later prehistoric pottery recovered from
this  site falls  within  the broad umbrella of  the PDR ceramic tradition (Barrett  1980),
current between c.1100-350 BC.  The earliest pottery probably dates to the Late Bronze
Age,  c.1100-800  BC,  but  is  only  represented  by  two coarsely  gritted  flint  tempered
sherds from ditch 1019: one a base fragment with abundant crushed flint embedded on
the underside.  

B.2.18  The rest of the assemblage undoubtedly belongs to Barrett’s ‘Decorated ware’ phase of
this ceramic tradition, which is now seen as being broadly coeval with the duration of
the Early Iron Age,  c.800-350 BC (Needham 2007).  Though it  is possible to further
refine  the dating of  assemblages without  the aid  of  radiocarbon determinations,  our
ability  to  confidently  phase  on  the  basis  of  the  ceramic  evidence  alone  is  largely
dependent  on  the  presence  of  key  diagnostic  sherds  within  assemblages,  such  as
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fragments of decorated finewares bowls, vessels with markedly angular profiles, and/or
omphalos, pedestal or foot-ring bases.  

B.2.19  The assemblage therefore presents us with certain difficulties because these tell-tale
sherds are all but absent - despite this being a moderately sized assemblage.  Not only
is  there a paucity of  burnished finewares, but none of  those present  are decorated.
Furthermore, there are no reconstructible fineware vessel profiles, and very few sherds
display angular shoulders.  In fact, with the exception of a single tripartite bowl, all the
identifiable forms have long currencies which are characteristic of most assemblages
dating from the late 2nd to mid 1st millennium BC. 

B.2.20  Fortunately,  the  site  is  located  within  c.7km  of  two  sites  which  have  yielded  East
Anglia’s  largest  securely  dated  groups  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery,  providing  us  with
important comparative bench marks.  These derive from excavations at Exning, Suffolk
(Brudenell forthcoming) and a series of investigations at Landwade Road/the Fordham
Bypass, Cambridgeshire (Mortimer and Connor forthcoming).  Collectively they provide
an  important  ceramic  sequence  which  spans  the  entire  Early  Iron  Age:  the  Exning
pottery dating c.800-600/550 BC, the Fordham pottery c.550/600-350 BC.  

B.2.21  In terms of forms, fabrics and decorative frequencies, this assemblage (particularly that
from  Area  A)  has  clearer  affinities  with  the  pottery  from  Exning,  associated  with  a
radiocarbon date of  810-550 Cal.  BC (SUERC-32327:  2565±30 BP).   That said,  the
Exning group has a higher percentage of decoration (32% of rims treated), and far more
fineware sherds (21% of sherds burnished).  Similarly,  it  contains numerous angular
vessel profiles, which we readily recognise as belonging to the Earliest Iron Age.  The
typological parallels between the two assemblages are not therefore as strong as they
might  be.  However,  it  is  arguable that  the assemblage from this  site may be more
typical of the period than that of Exning - the latter to some extent being an ‘exceptional’
group in terms of its size, composition, and depositional context (the site probably being
a hilltop enclosure of some form).  Thus the pottery from here may simply represent a
‘normal’ domestic assemblage in this period, which we ironically find more difficult to
date by traditional typo-chronological methods; lacking as it does the finewares, whose
patterns of use and deposition may well have been more restricted/prescribed in the
past.

Conclusions
B.2.22  In summary, the bulk of the pottery can be assigned to the Early Iron Age, with the

suggestion that the date range centres upon  c.540-360 BC (i.e. the  Latest  Early Iron
Age).  This phasing is primarily based on the pottery from Area A, which contains the
vast majority of  the diagnostic sherds.  That from Area C is  probably contemporary,
judging by the fabrics and decorated pieces, but one cannot rule out the possibility that
it  is  slightly  later  in  date.   However,  collectively  the  two  groups  form an  important
assemblage  of  Early  Iron  Age  pottery,  which  provide  an  interesting  insight  into  the
character of normal ‘domestic’ assemblages in this period and region.  The fact that the
group does not quite align itself with the Exning assemblage (or that from Fordham) is
intriguing, and suggests there are more complex patterns of ceramic use and discard
operating within the local landscape.  The Moulton group is therefore significant as it
may offer a new perspective on these dynamics.  However, these discussions can only
be furthered if the date of this assemblage is secured against those from Exning and
Fordham.
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Recommendations
B.2.23  No further recording of the pottery is necessary.  The radiocarbon dates (see Appendix

D) will clarify the typo-chronological dating of pottery, and help establish its relationship
to major groups from Exning and Fordham.  All the form assigned vessels should also
be illustrated and annotated for publication (11 vessels), as well as a selection of other
decorated sherds, and all diagnostic rim and base forms from any radiocarbon dated
contexts.

B.3  Lithics

By Barry Bishop

Introduction and methodology
B.3.1  The  archaeological  investigations  resulted  in  the  recovery  of  approximately  8,500

pieces of struck flint.   Of these, around 300 were recovered from unstratified topsoil
deposits (during the evaluation phase), the remainder coming from stratified deposits.
For the purposes of assessment, the material has been amalgamated into eight broad
‘finds groups’, based on stratigraphic associations and chronological phasing (see Table
13).   This report  quantifies and briefly describes the material  according to the ‘finds
groups’ and assesses its ability to contribute to further understanding of the nature and
chronology of the activities identified during the project.  It also recommends any further
work  required  to  achieve  its  full  research  potential.   The  material  was  only  rapidly
scanned and no statistically based technological, typological or metrical analyses have
yet been conducted.  A more detailed examination may therefore alter or amend any of
the interpretations offered here.

Finds Groups
Group 1: Area B and topsoil Test Pits from mound 400

Group 2: Flint spread

Group 3: Neolithic ring ditch monument

Group 4: Early Iron Age storage pits

Group 5: Area C Iron age pits

Group 6: Other (tree throws, postholes etc.)

Group 7: Ditches
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No. c.6000 871 542 273 34 80 85 c.300
Table 13: Quantification of struck flint

Quantification
Group 1

B.3.2  A dense  spread  of  worked  flint  was  identified  during  the  evaluation  and  this  was
subsequently  examined with  a series of  69 test-pits  excavated across  the spread –
deposit 400 (Fig. 5).  A total of 5,578 pieces of struck flint were recovered from the test-
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pits, complementing a further  c.500 pieces found during the preceding evaluation.  A
sample of 588 struck flints,  comprising just  over 10% of the total  material recovered
from  the  test-pits,  was  examined.   In  addition,  the  struck  flints  found  during  the
evaluation work were also examined.

B.3.3  With the exception of a small number of recorticated blades and flakes, likely to have
been manufactured during the Mesolithic or Early Neolithic, the assemblage from the
mound is technologically homogeneous and datable to the Later Neolithic period.  It is
uncertain whether the earlier material was incidentally incorporated into the mound from
surface scatters, or was intentionally gathered, perhaps being recognised and valued as
belonging to earlier periods.

B.3.4  The raw materials consist of good knapping-quality translucent black flint with a thick
slightly weathered chalky cortex, often displaying a thin underlying white band.  It  is
typical of that from the ‘Brandon Series’ of flint seams found at the junction of the Lewes
and the  Holywell  Chalk  Formations,  which  outcrop  c.800m further  up  the  hill.   The
nodules used to manufacture the flint assemblage have frequent heavily recorticated
thermal scars and occasional thermal flaws can be seen within the flint, indicating that
they came from superficial deposits, most probably mass wastage deposits found in the
vicinity of eroded flint seams.

B.3.5  The bulk of the assemblage represents waste from the initial working of nodules and
the  preparation  of  cores.   There  are  high  proportions  of  large  cortical  and  mass
reduction flakes, cores and nodular fragments, the latter deriving from failed attempts at
reduction.  Finer flintwork emanating from the further reduction of cores is also present,
although  in  low  proportions.   These  demonstrate  that,  in  addition  to  cores  being
prepared for use, some usable flakes and blades were also being produced. Retouched
pieces  represent  less  than  2%  of  the  assemblage;  their  range  being  limited  to
expediently worked edge-retouched or notched flakes and simple scrapers.  These are
likely to have been manufactured for immediate needs and promptly discarded, there
being no evidence for the on-site manufacture of larger or more complex implements.
Cores  form  a  high  proportion  of  the  assemblage.   They  are  dominated  by  large,
irregularly  or  minimally  worked  types  but  also  include  globular,  bifacial,  keeled  and
centripetally  worked  examples.   Despite  careful  collection,  very  few  small  flakes  or
fragments are present, indicating that the assemblage was not produced in situ, but had
been dumped in this location.

B.3.6  The  distribution  of  flintwork  across  spread  400  suggests  that  it  originally  formed  a
deliberate accumulation, perhaps even a mound, with concentrations of over 200 struck
pieces per metre square being present at the centre (see Fig. 5).  The size and shape
of  the original mound is difficult  to reconstruct with any certainty,  as struck flint  was
present in varying quantities right across the excavated areas.  Taking an admittedly
arbitrary figure of 50 or more pieces per metre square as a guide to the original position
and shape of  the mound,  it  was  probably  roughly  oval  or  crescentric  in  shape and
measured in the order of 25m long by 15m wide.  Based on the densities of struck flint
recovered from the test-pits,  it  is  likely  to  have comprised around 40,000 to 60,000
struck pieces.

Group 2

B.3.7  A total of 871 struck flints were recovered from hollow 506 (Table 14).

B.3.8  The  assemblage  recovered  from hollow  506 (Fig.  6)  is  broadly  similar  in  date  and
technological composition to that from the mound, and utilised the same types of raw
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materials, presumably also obtained from further up the hill.  It is in very good condition
and has not experienced any recortication.

Context Feature Total struck
flint

Retouched Notes

385 Surface 506 11 0 2 residual
497 506 6 0
498 506 7 0
499 506 15 0 2 discoidal cores
500 506 55 1 Nice serrate
501 506 196 2 Serrate; scraper
502 506 207 0 Many small

flakes
503 506 10 0
504 506 4 0
507 506 50
535 506 9 0
536 506 95 1 Worn cutting

flake
537 506 34 0
538 506 29 0
540 506 3 0
547 506 7 0
548 506 61 0
549 506 63 0 Many small

flakes
550 506 9 0

Table 14: Struck Flint from Hollow 506

B.3.9  Again, with the exception of a few recorticated flakes and blades, probably of Mesolithic
or Early Neolithic date, it is technologically homogeneous and can be dated to the Later
Neolithic period.  There are high proportions of decortication and mass reduction flakes
and broken or  mis-hit  flakes,  along with a similarly  high proportion  of  cores,  mostly
simple  minimally  or  rather  randomly  worked  examples  and  also  conchoidal  chunks,
probably representing cores and nodules that shattered during attempts at reduction.
Retouched  pieces  are  rare  and  comprise  two serrates  and a  scraper,  along  with  a
number of flakes used for cutting.  Overall, the assemblage represents the early stages
in nodule working and core preparation.  Where it does differ from the assemblage from
the mound is that there are also many more small trimming flakes and flake fragments
present.  This could indicate that it was produced in situ, with knapping occurring within
the shelter of the hollow, but this does not discount the possibility that it was carefully
gathered from another location and deliberately deposited into the hollow, an important
distinction that will require testing through the use of refitting exercises.

Group 3

B.3.10  The ring-ditch (1064, Fig. 8) monument produced 542 struck flints from the fills of its
ditches (Table 15).

Context Section Struck
Flint (no.) Comments

1012 1013 3 Long end scraper
1021 1019 95 Nice finely worked type end and side scraper

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 60 of 90 Report Number 1258



and a simple slightly convex end-scraper
1036 1019 26 Simple broad flakes
1025 1023 42

1028 1033 132
One denticulated end scraper and a retouched
distal fragment that may have been part of a
piercer

1031 1033 86 Very simple flake technology
1032 1033 4

1039 1033 58
Mostly decortication. Very sharp and almost
certainly from same/few nodules, some definitely
refit and undoubtedly in situ knapping occurring

1045 1041 10

1058 1055 80
Mostly big shattered pieces, ?nodule
disintegrated during reduction. Flake with small
double notch or spur on distal

1061 1063 6
Table 15: Quantification of Struck Flint from the Ring-ditch Monument

B.3.11  The flintwork from the ring-ditch is in a very sharp condition and utilises flint dug directly
from the chalk, presumably extracted during the digging of its ditches.  The location of
the monument, just below the ‘Chalk Rock’ band marking the boundary of the Lewes
and the Holywell Nodular Chalk Formations, suggests that the seams encountered may
be part of  the ‘Brandon Flint Series’.   The assemblage is dominated by the primary
nodule reduction waste and includes centripetal/discoidal cores, with many of the flakes
having faceted striking platforms, all indicative of a Later Neolithic date.  There are also
a number of retouched pieces including scrapers and possible piercers, but the bulk of
the material has an ‘industrial’ feel and represents the primary working of the extracted
nodules, the products of which are likely to have been removed for use elsewhere.

B.3.12  One of the most striking aspects of this assemblage is that it provides a link between a
ceremonial monument type and very specific activities geared towards obtaining and
working  flint,  a  relationship  also  apparent  with  the  Group  1  flintworking  mound.
Although  flintworking  at  this  site  primarily  is  what  would  normally  be  considered
‘industrial’, in that it represents the large scale production of flint cores and flake blanks
for use elsewhere, it is also inextricably linked to ceremonial practices; the building of
mounds and the construction of a ring-ditch.

Group 4

B.3.13  Fifteen pits and three tree-throw hollows from this group produced struck flint (Table 16)
(Fig. 9).

Context Feature Total Flint Battered Pieces Notes
08 Pit 05 21 6 Some IA?
10 Pit 05 22 20 All reused
21 Pit 22 3 0

320 Pit 325 16 2 Some IA
321 Pit 325 1 0 Burnt fragment
322 Pit 325 5 0 Most reused
323 Pit 325 22 6 Some IA
334 Pit 333 4 0 Small pieces
328 Pit 326 4 2 One flake possibly

reused as piercer?
346 Pit 343 4 0 Small pieces
347 Pit 343 3 0 Small pieces
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348 Pit 349 2 2
373 Pit 378 3 0 Small pieces
383 Pit 384 2 0
418 Pit 419 4 0 Most reused
443 Pit 442 15 1 Most reused
444 Pit 442 14 1 Some IA
445 Pit 442 6 1
457 Pit 442 26 5 Some reused
449 Pit 448 5 0 Small pieces
450 Pit 456 1 0
451 Pit 456 5 3
453 Pit 456 5 0 Some earlier
460 Pit 465 3 2
467 Pit 468 2 0
475 Pit 472 6 0 Some IA
476 Pit 472 5 0 Scraper on potlid
373 TT 375 19 6 Some IA?
394 TT 396 36 7 Mostly IA
395 TT 396 6 0 Some IA
421 TT 420 3 0 Small pieces

Table 16: Composition of the Flintwork from Group 4 Features

B.3.14  The composition of the assemblages from these features is very unusual.  The bulk of
the flintwork is clearly earlier than the Iron Age dating assigned to the features, and is
technologically comparable to the material present within the Group 1 mound.  It had
evidently been gathered, possibly from the mound or from other surface accumulations,
and  reused.   This  includes  the  use  of  many  of  the  cores  and  larger  flakes  as
hammerstones or pounders, as their edges have clearly seen extensive battering and
are covered with a multitude of incipient Hertzian cones.  There are also many flakes
that  had been detached from such implements,  many probably  initiated accidentally
during their  use.   Also  present  are  many ‘unbattered’ flakes,  also of  Later  Neolithic
derivation, and at least some of these had been reused as cutting or piercing tools.
Amongst  the  assemblages,  however,  are  also  a  number  of  pieces,  including  squat
flakes with obtuse striking platforms and tools made on irregular chunks, that are most
characteristic of later prehistoric industries and could easily be contemporary with the
infilling of the pits.

B.3.15  What is interesting about these assemblages is the degree of reuse of earlier material
that  is  apparent.   Later  prehistoric  industries  often  reuse  earlier  flintwork  as  raw
materials and sometimes directly as tools, but in this case large quantities of previously
worked flint  were gathered from elsewhere and reused,  mostly as hammerstones or
pounders.   The presence of  so  many hammerstones/pounders  suggests  specialised
activities were being undertaken, but it is also significant that, despite, the presence of
prolific quantities of natural flint in the vicinity of the site, there was an emphasis on
finding and reusing previously worked pieces.

Group 5

B.3.16  Of  the  features  in  this  group,  only  pit  1005 produced  struck  flint  (Fig.  10).   This
contained 34 struck pieces, thirty-two from fill 1006 and two from 1009.  The bulk of the
assemblage from this feature appears similar to that from the mound and is likely to
derive from the same Later Neolithic primary flintworking activities.  A few pieces are
more heavily recorticated and these are possibly earlier, perhaps of Mesolithic or Early
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Neolithic derivation.  None of the flintwork is obviously contemporary with the Iron Age
date  assigned  to  the  pit.   The  quantity  of  flintwork  within  this  pit,  and  its  uneven
distribution between its fills, suggests the possibility that it may have been collected and
deliberately deposited.  The reasons for this are far from clear but it  does recall  the
collection and reuse of earlier flintwork as represented by the contents of some of the
Group 4 pits.

Group 6

B.3.17  This  group  produced  80  struck  pieces,  mostly  comprising  low  numbers  of  flakes
recovered from a variety of features.  The largest quantity of material was recovered
from tree throw  419  (Fig. 9), which produced 17 struck pieces including a number of
multi-platformed cores,  decortication and core shaping flakes.   This  is  similar  to  the
material  from  the  mound  and  probably  derives  from  the  same  initial  raw  material
processing activities, although it is not certain whether this was dumped into the hollow
or had been residually incorporated.  This group also includes 50 struck flakes from
unstratified deposits, which, again appears to be part of a general and extensive spread
of Later Neolithic flintworking waste.

Group 7

B.3.18  The fills of the Group 7 ditches produced 85 struck flints.  These were mostly widely
scattered with few individual contexts producing any significant quantities and with no
evidence  noted  for  in  situ knapping  or  deliberate  deposition.   The  assemblage  is
dominated by irregular knapping waste, including decortication and core shaping flakes,
knapping shatter and broken flakes and cores that include a discoidal example.  No
retouched pieces are present.  The material is very similar to that present within the
mound and also within hollow  506,  and represents waste from the initial  shaping of
nodules and core preparation during the Later Neolithic.  No later prehistoric flintwork
was identified and it all appears to have been residually incorporated, presumably from
extensive surface scatters.

Group 8

B.3.19  Approximately 300 pieces were recovered from unstratified topsoil deposits from across
the site during the evaluation.  As with the rest of the struck flint from the investigations,
the unstratified material did include a few pieces, such as prismatic blades and blade
cores, that are likely to date to the Mesolithic or Early Neolithic periods.  However, the
bulk of it  is comparable to the material from the flintwork mound and represents the
initial processing of flint raw materials acquired at or close to the site. Its importance lies
in it demonstrating that flintwork debris was extensive and often densely spread within
the areas investigated and shows that the preparation and initial reduction of nodules
was a widespread activity at the site.

Significance and potential
B.3.20  The worked flint assemblage recovered from this site is notable for its size and it holds

a  high  potential  to  contribute  to  a  number  of  research  objectives  concerning  the
acquisition of flint  raw materials,  and the significance these held to the communities
using them, during the later 2nd millennium BC.
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B.3.21  This assessment has concentrated on examining the larger contextual groups but there
are also many isolated features that have produced smaller quantities of struck flint;
consideration of these needs to be included in any overall account of the nature and
extent of the use of struck flint at the site.

B.3.22  The earlier material is important in demonstrating that the site was visited prior to the
intensive and widespread working of flint that occurred during the Later Neolithic, and
this  may  have  imbued  the  location  with  a  degree  of  prior  cultural  and  historical
significance.  It also provides a contrast between Mesolithic/Early Neolithic raw material
acquisition practices and those of the Later Neolithic.  No features of this date have so
far been identified and the material exists as residual pieces, mostly mixed with later
flintwork, although it is mostly not difficult to identify due to differences in condition and
its technological attributes.

B.3.23  Although both earlier and later material is present, the bulk of the assemblage derives
from primary nodule dressing and core preparation, datable to the Later Neolithic.  The
assemblage from the ring-ditch  is  likely  to  derive  from nodules extracted during the
construction of its ditches.  It is not certain where exactly the raw materials from  mound
400, hollow 506 and much of the residual and unstratified material were gathered, but it
is  likely  to  be  from  surface  deposits  eroding  from the  Brandon  Flint  Series,  which
outcrop higher up the hill. 

B.3.24  The site is located in a geologically comparable position to the only other well known
Neolithic flint source in the region, the flint mine complex at Grime's Graves, and the
Moulton flintwork is technological comparable to that found in its ‘workshop floors’.  Very
little is known about the acquisition of lithic raw materials during this period; although
we may know about where it ended up, there were few indications of where it actually
came from and or the circumstances under which it was acquired.  It has been noted
that at many contemporary sites there is a notable influx of good knapping quality chalk
flint during the Later Neolithic, contrasting with the predominant use of locally obtained,
lower  quality,  raw  materials  during  both  preceding  and  subsequent  periods  (Bishop
forthcoming a; forthcoming b; M. Knight pers comm.; L. Billington, pers comm.).  It is
likely that the chalk flint at these locations was obtained at sites such as Moulton, and
the excavations here provide a valuable opportunity to investigate the earlier stages in
the circulation of raw materials during this period.

B.3.25  Grime's  Graves  represents  the  only  certainly  attested  flint  mine  in  the  region  and
although a number of shallower quarries are known, none have been examined with the
benefit  of  modern  standards  of  archaeological  recording  and  consequently  little  is
known of their nature or dating (Barber et al. 1999).  Recently, a further Later Neolithic
extraction  site  has  been identified,  at  Kedington,  Suffolk,  although this  is  still  being
investigated  and  awaits  analysis (see  forthcoming  OAE  report  from  the  Abberton
Pipeline  project).   The  scale  of  working  of  the  flint  seen  both  here  and at  Grime’s
Graves suggests  that  obtaining raw materials  was becoming increasingly  formalised
and even monumentalised during the Later Neolithic,  a suggestion reinforced by the
associations drawn between flintworking and the construction of the mound and ring-
ditch.  This may have been echoed later on in the Early Bronze Age when the mound
was marked by pottery depositions within pits and with the construction of funerary and
other ceremonial monuments in the vicinity (Stone 2010).

B.3.26  The presence of  large quantities of  primary flintworking waste is therefore only very
rarely  encountered  in  the  region  and  has  the  potential  to  significantly  enhance  our
knowledge  of  Later  Neolithic  landscape  organisation,  attitudes  to  raw  material
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procurement, and technological and social practices associated with the acquisition and
use of flint.

B.3.27  The  struck  flint  assemblage  from  the  Iron  Age  pits  is  also  of  great  interest  as  it
comprises both  contemporary  flintwork  and considerable  quantities  of  re-used cores
and flakes, many of which were utilised as hammerstones or pounders.  Occasional
reuse of earlier flintwork by later prehistoric communities is well attested in the region
but the material  here is unique in both the profligacy of its reuse and in the evident
specialisation that the presence of so many pounders implies.

B.3.28  The unstratified and residual material can provide a fuller picture of the nature of the
activities at the site and its distribution will help inform how these activities may have
been spatially organised.

Recommendations
B.3.29  This report is based on a preliminary examination and quantification of the lithic material

recovered  during  the  recent  investigations  at  the  site.   So  far  no  comprehensive
cataloguing of the material has been attempted and this should be undertaken both for
the purposes of archiving and to provide a tool for approaching the material’s further
analysis. 

B.3.30  The assemblages directly relating to the two main phases of flint use at the site, the
Later Neolithic and the Iron Age, should be examined and recorded in detail, as outlined
below.   The earlier  material,  of  Mesolithic  and/or  Early  Neolithic  date,  needs  to  be
isolated  and  described,  and  consideration  needs  to  be  given  to  the  technological
characteristics and spatial distribution of all residual/unstratified assemblages.

B.3.31  The significance of  the  flintwork  merits  it  being  published in  some detail,  alongside
suitable illustrations.  If possible, it would be academically advantageous to publish the
findings from the site alongside the results from the broadly contemporary extraction
site at Kedington, Suffolk.

B.3.32  The publication text should include:

An account of earlier (pre-Later Neolithic) flint use at the site;

A  detailed  description  of  the  Later  Neolithic  and  Iron  Age  assemblages  and  the
technological strategies employed to make them, including metrical and technological
analyses, in order to allow them to be understood both in their own right and to enable
comparisons with other contemporary assemblages from the region;

A description of the range of products that may have been manufactured and the uses
to which they may have been put;

A  consideration  of  spatial  and  chronological  variations  within  the  typological  and
technological  composition  of  the  material,  to  explore  how  flint  production,  use  and
discard was structured across the site;

An account of raw material variability, the possible sources and destinations, and the
implications that this may have had for the movement of peoples and resources within
the wider landscape;

A discussion of relationship between the ‘industrial’ aspect of the assemblage and the
evident ceremonial associations provided by the ring-ditch and mound 400;

A consideration of how the Later Neolithic assemblages compare and contrast to other
contemporary  lithic  assemblages from the  region,  including ‘industrial’ sites  such as
Kedington and ‘settlement’ or pit sites such as those identified at Kilverstone, Middle
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Harling,  Babraham  Road,  Linton  Village  College,  Eriswell,  Sutton,  Saxmundham,
Worlingham and those from the deeper Fen such as Over, Barleycroft Farm, Thorney
and Longstanton;

An account of the possible uses and significances of the re-used material from the Iron
Age pits, along with any comparable material from the region or beyond;

The evidence from Moulton should be placed within a broader context of the cultural
implications of acquiring lithic raw materials, including consideration of accounts from
other areas of Britain and ethnographic sources.

B.3.33  In order to realise this, further work is required.  This should include:

Full metrical, attribute and technological analyses of the material from the mound (400),
hollow 506 and the ring-ditch, in order to fully characterise the assemblages;

A  full  description  of  the  material  from  the  Iron  Age  pits,  including  metrical  and
technological analyses of the Iron Age flintwork;

A detailed mapping of the assemblages’ spatial and chronological distribution;

Refitting exercises in order to elucidate pre-depositional history and discard patterns of
the material from mound 400, hollow 506 and the ring-ditch;

Research and compilation of Later Neolithic and Iron Age assemblages from the region;

Research and compilation of raw material sources and products.

B.4  Metalwork

By Nina Crummy

Results
B.4.1  SF1 from context 313 – small copper-alloy tool fragment, round in section at the broken

end and with a flat tang, which retains slight fettling marks, at the other end.  The tang
would have been hafted into a wooden handle.  Length 25.5 mm, diameter 1.5 mm,
tang section 2 by 0.5 mm.  This may be part of a craft worker's awl or graving tool.  A
date for this find cannot be ascertained.

B.5  Worked Stone

By Ruth Shaffrey

Results
B.5.1  A single  flat  stone  in  two  fragments,  with  one  pecked  and  worn  flat  surface,  was

recovered from fill 373 of Iron Age pit 375.  It could part of a saddle quern or rubber or
another  sort  of  flat  processor.  It  is  made  from  a  fine  grained  heavily  micaceous
sandstone. Measures >130 x >110 x 35mm.
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APPENDIX C.  ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

C.1  Human Remains

By Helen Webb

Introduction
C.1.1  An assemblage comprising three deposits of cremated human bone was submitted for

assessment.  All three deposits date to the Early Bronze Age, and were recovered from
pit features (Fig. 7).  Deposit 300 was an urned cremation from within pit 302 (Plates 3
and 4).   Deposit  423 was  recovered from pit  424,  and  whilst  unurned,  the  pit  also
contained a complete vessel that had been broken prior to deposition.  The third deposit
(545), from pit 546, was also unurned.

Methodology
C.1.2  Urned cremation deposit 300 was excavated in five spits A to E, with A being the upper-

most spit, and E being the final spit within the base of the urn.  The bone and soil from
each of the spits was kept separate and processed, which involved wet sieving.  Wet
sieving  was  undertaken  by  passing  the  material  through  varying  sieve  sizes,  which
sorted the cremated bone into groups comprising fragments that were >10mm, 10-4mm
and 4-2mm in size.  Sieving the samples in this way allows the degree of fragmentation
to be explored. 

C.1.3  The larger bone fragments of cremation deposit 545 were separated by hand during
excavation  in  the  field.   The  pit  fill  was  100%  sampled  (sample  no.  74)  and  was
subjected to wet sieving in order to recover the smaller cremated bone fragments.

C.1.4  All of deposit 423 was recovered from a wet sieved soil sample (61) taken from pit 424.

C.1.5  The potential of the deposits for full analysis was assessed by following the guidelines
set out by Mays  et al.  (2004).  This involved recording their weights (in grams) and,
based on macroscopic examination, analysis of fragment sizes and colour.  ‘Potential
for  full  analysis’ refers  to  the level  of  information  that  may be gained from detailed
examination of the deposits.  This includes that which will facilitate the interpretation of
the  nature  of  the  deposit  (for  example,  whether  it  is  redeposited  pyre  debris  or  a
cremation  burial),  inform  about  aspects  of  the  funerary  rite  (for  example,  whether
certain elements were selected for burial),  and will  allow the estimation of  biological
parameters  (i.e.  minimum  number  of  individuals  represented,  age  and  sex)  and
evaluation of  the health status of  the population by the identification of  pathological
conditions.  Thus, highly fragmented deposits containing limited diagnostic elements are
considered  to  be  of  low  potential,  whereas  deposits  containing  frequent  diagnostic
elements are considered to be of high potential.

Results
C.1.6  The results of the assessment are presented in Table 17 below.  Cremation deposit 300

was by far the largest deposit, with 324.1g of bone.  This deposit had a high percentage
of  fragments  that  were  over  10mm in  size,  with  numerous  fragments  identifiable  to
skeletal  element,  including  a  number  of  teeth.  The  presence  of  large,  identifiable
fragments will aid in estimating the minimum number of individuals represented within
the deposit, and increases the likelihood that elements, diagnostic of age and sex, will
have  survived.  Preliminary  observations  suggest  that  this  deposit  comprises  the
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remains of a single juvenile, possibly a young (1-5 years) or older (6-12 years) child.
Further examination of the bone may also identify evidence for pathology.  This deposit
has high potential for further analysis.

Context Colour of
bone

Total weight
of bone

Degree of
fragmentation Deposit type Comments and potential for

full analysis

300 Buff white 324.1 g

Majority of bone is
>10mm, with

numerous fragments
10-4mm. Max. frag.

size 54mm

Urned
cremation
within pit

Excavated in spits; numerous
identifiable fragments inc. teeth;

high potential for ageing and
pathology

423
Mostly buff
white, few
black frags

2.3 g

Bone not separated
into fractions. Few
fragments >10mm,
most 4-2mm. Max.
frag. Size 16mm

Unurned
cremation
within pit.

Vessel also
present in pit.

Some identifiable fragments inc.
tooth; high potential for ageing;

low potential for pathology

545

Buff white,
occasional
blue-grey

frags

52.1 g

Bone not separated
into fractions. Most
frags 10-4mm. Max.

frag. size 30mm

Unurned
cremation
within pit

(truncated)

Few identifiable fragments; low
potential for ageing, sexing and

pathology

Table 17: Results of the assessment of cremated bone

C.1.7  The other  two cremation deposits had much lower bone weights.   Deposit  423 (not
separated  into  fraction  size)  comprised  only  2.3g  of  bone,  with  very  few fragments
greater than 10mm in size.  Most fragments were 4-2mm in size.  Despite these small
sizes, some fragments were identifiable to element, including a partial tooth crown.  It
appears that this deposit contained the remains of a very young juvenile,  perhaps a
neonate or an infant.  It may be possible to confirm this through further examination.
Given the high fragmentation and very low bone weight of this deposit, coupled with the
fact that this is a very young individual, the potential for observing pathological changes
on the bone is low.  In summary, this deposit is judged to have moderate potential for
further analysis.

C.1.8  Deposit 545 had a slightly higher bone weight than deposit 423, at 52.1g.  This does,
however, include a few small fragments of soil and burnt flint that should be removed
prior to any further analysis.  It should be highlighted that the pit from which this deposit
was recovered was disturbed by rooting/animal  burrowing,  thus the bone present  is
unlikely to comprise all that was originally deposited within the pit.  This deposit was not
separated  into  fraction  size,  although  it  can  be  stated  that  most  fragments  were
between  10  and  4mm  in  size.   The  high  level  of  fragmentation  and  the  dearth  of
identifiable fragments in this deposit mean that it has low potential for further analysis.

C.1.9  The remains  from all  three  contexts  were  buff  white  in  colour,  which  indicates  that
intense combustion of all the organic component of the bone had taken place during the
cremation.   However,  this  was  not  uniform  because  deposits  423  and  545  also
contained  a  very  small  number  of  black  and  blue-grey,  fragments.   The  colour  of
cremated bone can vary depending on numerous factors such as the quality of fuel,
favourable weather conditions and the quality of the pyre construction. 
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Statement of potential and recommendations for further work
C.1.10  In summary, deposit 300 was assessed as having high potential for full analysis, given

its  fairly  high  weight  and  numerous  large,  identifiable  fragments.   In  addition,  this
deposit was excavated in spits, with the bone from each spit separated.  This will allow
the deposition of the bone to be explored.  It may, for example, reveal that there was
some order to the way in which the bones were placed within the urn.  Deposit 423 was
considered to  have moderate potential  given that,  despite its  very low bone weight,
there is potential to assign an age to the individual.  Deposit 545 has low potential for
further analysis because, although it comprises a few identifiable fragments, it has a low
weight,  has  low  potential  for  sex  and  age  estimation  and  for  the  identification  of
pathological lesions. 

C.1.11  It is recommended that deposit 545 is sorted by bone type, fragments of soil and flint
are removed, and the different grouped bone types, weighed.  Otherwise, there is no
additional information may be gained from this deposit and therefore no further work is
required.  Deposits 300 and 423 should be fully analysed in accordance with standard
practice (Mays et al. 2004; McKinley 2000).  

C.1.12  In addition to the information already obtained, this would include, for each deposit, the
identification of skeletal elements (where possible) to explore whether there has been a
selection process favouring certain skeletal parts over others.  The cremation processes
employed should also be explored, giving consideration to the colour and fragmentation
patterns of the bone deposits.  The minimum number of individuals represented would
also be confirmed, and ages and sexes estimated (where possible).  Pathology would
be described, and differential diagnoses explored. 

C.1.13  The full  analysis would also require detailed examination of the depositional context,
and  any  associated  artefacts  and  burnt  material.   Comparisons  with  assemblages
similar  in  date  and  type  would  also  be  sought  to  further  explore  burial  practice,
demography and palaeopathology.

C.2  Faunal Remains

By Chris Faine

Introduction and methodology
C.2.1  An  assemblage  of  730g  of  faunal  material  was  recovered  from the  evaluation  and

excavation, yielding 42 'countable' bones.  All bones were collected by hand apart from
those recovered from environmental samples; hence a bias towards smaller fragments
is to be expected.  Due to the the soil conditions, bone preservation across the site is
generally poor.  Residuality appears not to be an issue and there is little evidence of
later contamination of any context.

C.2.2  For the purposes of this report the assemblage has been divided up into the material
from Areas A and B and that from Area C (see Tables 18 and 19).  Faunal material from
both areas was almost entirely recovered from Early Iron Age pits, aside from a single
Late Neolithic ditch fill, 1020.
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Table 18: Species distribution for Areas A and B assemblage

C.2.3  All data was initially recorded using a specially written  MS Access database.  Bones
were recorded using a version of the criteria described in Davis (1992) and Albarella &
Davis  (1994).   Initially  all  elements  were  assessed  in  terms  of  siding  (where
appropriate), completeness, tooth wear stages (also where applicable) and epiphyseal
fusion.  Completeness was assessed in terms of percentage and zones present (after
Dobney & Reilly, 1988).  Initially the whole identifiable assemblage was quantified in
terms of number of individual fragments (NISP) and minimum numbers of individuals
MNI (see Tables 21 and 22).  The ageing of the population was largely achieved by
examining the wear stages of cheek teeth of cattle, sheep/goat and pig (after Grant,
1982).  Wear stages were recorded for lower molars of cattle, sheep/goat and pig, both
isolated and in mandibles.  The states of epiphyseal fusion for all relevant bones were
recorded to  give  a  broad age range for  the  major  domesticates  (after  Silver  1969).
Measurements were largely carried out according to the conventions of von den Driesch
(1976). Measurements were either carried out using a 150mm sliding calliper.

Table 19: Species distribution for Area C assemblage

Results
C.2.4  Tables 18 and 19 show the species distribution for the assemblages.  The Early Iron

Age assemblage from Areas A and B consists largely of sheep/goat remains along with
small  amounts of cattle and pig.  An unfused rabbit  tibia from context  226 is almost
certainly intrusive.  Sheep/goat remains consist largely of butchered lower limb bones
and ribs.  Context 373 in particular contained the lower limb bones (radii, tibiae and
metacarpals) of a single animal with a withers height of 55.2cm, along with a neonatal
radius and femur.   Cattle and pig remains consisted largely of  loose teeth and long
bone fragments.  Context 457 contained a fragmentary pig mandible from an animal
around  1  to  1  ½  years  of  age  at  death.   Both  context  373  and  457  in  particular
contained burnt material (mostly ribs and skull fragments from both large and medium
mammals).

C.2.5  The Area C assemblage is extremely small, consisting of fragmentary cattle and sheep
long bones and loose teeth from adult animals.  Loose cattle and sheep/goat teeth and
large  mammal  rib  fragments  were  recovered  from the  Late  Neolithic  ditch  fill  1020.
Context 1006 contained burnt medium mammal rib fragments.
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NISP NISP% MNI MNI%
11 39.3 5 55.5
2 7.1 2 22.3
1 3.6 1 11.1
1 3.6 1 11.1

Large Mammal 7 25 N/A N/A
Med. Mammal 6 21.4 N/A N/A

Total: 28 100 9 100

Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)
Cattle (Bos)

Pig (Sus scrofa)
Rabbit (Oryctolagus cuniculus)

NISP NISP% MNI MNI%
3 21.4 3 60
2 14.3 2 40

Large Mammal 9 64.3 N/A N/A
Total: 14 100 5 100

Cattle (Bos)
Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)



Conclusions
C.2.6  This is an extremely small assemblage that can tell us little about animal husbandry in

the area.  However, the range of body parts and taphonomy seen in both assemblages
suggests  meal  remains  rather  than  any  direct  evidence  of  animal  processing  or
settlement debris.  There is evidence of the presence of juvenile animals if not on site
breeding.

C.3  Environmental Samples

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction and methodology
C.3.1  A total  of  39  bulk  samples  were  taken  during  excavations  at  Moulton,  Newmarket.

Three  separate  areas  were  excavated  (Areas  A,  B  and  C).   As  these  sites  are
considered to be contemporary the results of environmental sampling are combined in
this report.

C.3.2  Thirty-four  samples  were  taken  from  Areas  A and  B.   The  features  sampled  are
predominantly  pits  and  include  cremation  pits  and  tree  bowls  dating  from the  Late
Neolithic to the Early Iron Age.  The contents of three complete vessels from this site
were also sampled but they were not assigned sample numbers.  Five samples were
taken from prehistoric pits and ditches in Area C.

C.3.3  The full  volume (up to 40L) of  each sample was processed by tank flotation  for the
recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence
that might be present.  The full volume of the cremation pits was processed to ensure
full recovery of human skeletal remains.

C.3.4  The flot was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a
0.5mm sieve.  Both flot and residue were allowed to air dry.  The dried residue was
passed  through  5mm  and  2mm  sieves  and  a  magnet  was  dragged  through  each
resulting fraction prior to sorting for artefacts.  Any artefacts present were noted and
reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds.  The flot was examined under a binocular
microscope  at  x16  magnification  and  the  presence  of  any  plant  remains  or  other
artefacts are noted on Tables 17,  18 and 19.  Identification of  plant  remains is  with
reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the Netherlands and the authors' own reference
collection. 

Quantification
C.3.5  For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds, cereal grains and small

animal bones have been scanned and recorded qualitatively according to the following
categories 

# = 1-10, ## = 11-50, ### = 51+ specimens

C.3.6  Items  that  cannot  be  easily  quantified  such  as  charcoal,  magnetic  residues  and
fragmented bone have been scored for abundance

+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant
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Results
C.3.7  The results are recorded on Tables 20, 21 and 22.

C.3.8  Preservation is by charring and is generally poor.  Modern contaminants in the form of
rootlets were common in most of the samples from both sites along with small, black
spores which may be modern or contemporary.

Context no. Cut no. Vessel contents
123 124 Charcoal rich 

147 126 Charcoal rich. Charred seeds and spores

300 302 Cremated bone, charred stems and seed, charcoal
Table 20: Contents of complete vessels

Area Area C Area C Area C Area C Area C
Sample No. 1000 1001 1002 1003 1004

Context No. 1009 1017 1036 1045 1052

Cut No. 1005 1018 1019 1041 1050

Feature Type Pit Pit Ditch Ditch Ditch

Date EIA EIA Late Neo Late Neo Late Neo

Cereals
Hordeum sp. (grains) Barley #

Dry land herbs
Arrhenatherum sp.
(tubers)

False Oat-
grass #

Galium aparine Goosegrass #

Other plant
macrofossils
Charcoal <2mm +++ ++ + + +

Charcoal > 2mm +++ ++ 

Sample Size (L) 10 10 10 10 10

Flot Volume (ml) 1 200 5 1 1
Table 21: Area C sample results

Area C

C.3.9  The  ditch  fills  from  Area  C  are  effectively  sterile  containing  only  sparse  charcoal
fragments.  The two pit fills are slightly more productive; Sample 1000 (fill 1009 of pit
1005) produced a single grain of barley  (Hordeum sp.)  and a tuber of false oat/onion
couch grass (Arrhenatherum elatius) despite a small flot volume of 1ml.  Sample 1001
(fill 1017 of pit 1018) produced a substantial amount of charcoal containing two charred
cleaver (Gallium aparine) seeds.

Areas A and B

C.3.10  Charcoal from Sample 75, fill 541 of a pit or tree throw 542 located at the centre of the
burnt  mound  was  dated  to  the  Late  Neolithic  2820-2630  BC  (at  95%
confidence;SUERC-33569; 4170 ± 35BP) by radiocarbon dating. 
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C.3.11  Four samples were dated to the Early Bronze Age.  Two of these samples were from
cremation pits.  Sample 50, fill  301 of cremation pit  302 contains small fragments of
cremated bone along with a small volume of charcoal that included a single tuber of
false  oat/  onion  couch  grass.   Cremation  pit  302 also  included  a  complete  vessel
containing larger  elements  of  cremated human remains.   Examination of  the  vessel
contents revealed wood charcoal, charred stems, two charred sedge (Carex sp.) seeds
and fragments of unidentified charred macrofossil remains, possibly bark.

C.3.12  Cremated human bone from Sample 74, fill 545 of the second cremation pit  546 was
used to date this feature to the Early Bronze Age 1780-1610 BC; (at 95% confidence;
SUERC-33568; 3410 ± 35BP).  In addition to the cremated bone, a substantial amount
of charcoal was recovered from the sample. It is predominantly wood charcoal and also
includes  fragments  of  unidentified  charred  macrofossil  remains  that  have  a  dense
honeycomb structure.  Charred stems and sedge seeds were also recovered.

C.3.13  Sample 73, fill 122 of pit 124 contains a small volume of wood charcoal which dates to
the Early Bronze Age 1780-1610 cal BC; (at 95% confidence; SUERC-33567; 3415 ±
35BP).  A complete vessel, context 123, from the same pit was found to also contain a
charcoal-rich fill.

C.3.14  Two samples were potentially dated to the Middle Bronze Age.  Each of these samples
contain occasional charred cereal grains that are abraded and/or fragmented and can
only be identified as cereals due to their characteristic honeycomb internal structure.  In
Sample 57, fill  346 of pit  343 two of the grains are better preserved and have been
tentatively identified as barley (Hordeum sp.) grains.

C.3.15  Thirteen samples were taken from pits that have been dated to the Early Iron Age.  All
of the samples contain cereal grains but none in significant quantities.  Both barley and
wheat grains (Triticum sp.) have been identified but, as in the earlier features, most of
the grains were too poorly preserved for identification.  Barley grains from two of the
samples have been dated; Sample 52, fill 323 of storage pit 325 dates to 540-360BC (at
95% confidence; SUERC-33565; 2345 ± 35BP) and Sample 59, fill 394 of pit/tree throw
396 dates to 420-350 BC (95% confidence;  SUERC-33566; 2320 ± 35BP).

C.3.16  Charred  weed  seeds  occur  rarely  and  include  plantain  (Plantago  sp.),  knotgrass
(Polygonum  aviculare),  cleavers  (Gallium  aparine),  Brome  (Bromus  sp.)  and  grass
(Poaceae) seeds.

Discussion
C.3.17  The charred plant assemblage from Moulton is limited to charcoal and charred cereal

grains  with  occasional  weed seeds.   Only  one chaff  element  was  recovered.   This
consisted of a degraded glume base of one of the prehistoric wheats; Spelt or Emmer.
The  cereals  are  generally  poorly  preserved  and  are  mainly  identified  as  'cereal
indeterminate' although in some cases they have been identified as barley and wheat.
Wheat  grains  are  difficult  to  identify  on  the  basis  of  morphology  alone  without  the
diagnostic chaff elements.  The prehistoric wheats found in the Neolithic and Bronze
Age are emmer (T.dicoccum) wheat which was gradually replaced in the Iron Age with
spelt (T.spelta) wheat (Grieg 1991).  The general lack of chaff suggests that the cereals
were not being processed in this area. 

C.3.18  The weed seed assemblage is too small  to be of any real interpretive value.  Those
seeds found in the Iron Age samples were most likely harvested with the crops and then
picked out by hand prior to consumption.  Sedge seeds found in some of the Bronze
Age samples may suggest that these wetland plants were used as fuel.  Tubers of false
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oat/onion couch grass are commonly found in cremation samples where they may have
been uprooted from the ground for fuel or to provide a wind break.

Further work and method statement
C.3.19  The low density of charred plant macrofossils in this assemblage limits interpretation of

the features sampled.  It is not considered that quantification would add significantly to
this. 

C.3.20  Analysis  of  the  charcoal  and  unidentified  charred  macrofossils  in  the  Bronze  Age
cremation  samples  (Sample  73,  context  300)  may  provide  information  on  pyre
technology.
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Area B A B B B A A A B
Sample No. 1 2 3 4 5 10 11 12 75 50 61 73 74 55 56 57 72
Context No. 8 21 23 25 30 122 125 135 541 301 423 122 545 334 347 346 532
Cut No. 5 22 24 26 31 124 126 137 542 302 424 124 546 333 343 343 533

Feature Type Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit

Date EBA EBA EBA MBA MBA EBA
Cereals

Barley # # #
Wheat ## # #

# # # # # #

Dry land herbs
# #

Rye grass

Grasses
#

vetch/tare #
Other plant macrofossils
Charred root/stem # ##
Charred spores ## ## ## # # ## # # #
Charcoal <2mm ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ +++ +++ ++ +++ +++ +++ +++ +++ +++ ++ +++ + 
Charcoal > 2mm ++ ++ + ++ ++ +++ +++ + +++ +++ +++ +++ +++ +++ ++ +++ + 
Sample Size (L) 30 20 20 5 10 20 20 20 20 25 30 25 20 20 20 20 10
Flot Volume (ml) 15 5 1 20 15 50 80 15 30 60 130 35 250 20 15 20 5
pottery # #

Eval Eval Eval Eval Eval Eval Eval Eval

Post 
pipe

Post 
Pipe

Cremati
on Pit

Cremati
on

EBA 
1780-
1610 
BC

LATE 
NEO 
2820-
2630

EBA 
1780-
1610 
BC

EBA 
1780-
1610 
BC

Hordeum sp. (grains)

Triticum sp. (grains)

Cereal indet. (grains)

Arrhenatherum sp. (tubers) Oat-grass 
Bromus sp. Brome
Galium aparine Goosegrass
Lolium sp.
Plantago sp. Ribwort plantain
Poaceae indet.
Polygonum aviculaKnotgrass
Vicia/Lathyrus sp.
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Table 22:  Areas A and B sample results
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Area A A A A A A A A A A A A A A A B B
Sample No. 51 52 53 54 58 59 60 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 62 70 71
Context No. 320 323 327 328 373 394 404 449 451 453 444 443 457 467 421 520 505
Cut No. 325 325 326 326 375 396 402 448 456 456 442 442 442 468 420 393

Feature Type Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit

Date IA EIA EIA EIA EIA(?) EIA EIA EIA EIA EIA EIA EIA
Cereals

Barley ## # #
Wheat ## # # ## ##

# # # # # # # # # # # ## #

Dry land herbs
#

# # # # # #
# #

Rye grass #
#

Grasses #
# #

vetch/tare #
Other plant macrofossils
Charred root/stem #
Charred spores # # # ## ### # # # 
Charcoal <2mm +++ +++ +++ +++ ++ +++ + +++ ++ ++ ++ + +++ ++ + +++ +++
Charcoal > 2mm ++ +++ +++ +++ ++ +++ + ++ ++ +++ ++ + +++ ++ ++ +++ +++
Sample Size (L) 30 30 20 20 30 40 20 20 30 40 40 20 20 30 10 30 10
Flot Volume (ml) 25 10 10 25 10 10 1 40 5 10 10 10 65 40 2 60 350
pottery # ## ## # # ## # ##

Storage 
Pit

tree 
bowl

tree 
bowl

burnt 
plank

EIA 
540-

360BC

EIA 
420-

350BC

Hordeum sp. (grains)

Triticum sp. (grains)

Cereal indet. (grains)

Arrhenatherum sp. (tubers) Oat-grass 
Bromus sp. Brome
Galium aparine Goosegrass
Lolium sp.
Plantago sp. Ribwort plantain
Poaceae indet.
Polygonum aviculaKnotgrass
Vicia/Lathyrus sp.



APPENDIX D.  RADIOCARBON DATES

RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 

21 March 2011
La     Laboratory Code SUERC-33565 (GU-23498)

Submitter Rachel Fosberry
Oxford Archaeology East
15 Trafalgar Way
Bar Hill
Cambs CB23 8SQ

Site Reference XSFMOP10
Context Reference
Sample Reference

323
52

Material Grain : Hordeum sp

�13C relative to VPDB -25.4 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 2345 ± 35

N.B 1 The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error,
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from the
counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the random
machine error.

2 The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3).

3 Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities Environmental
Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any reports within the
scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon Laboratory should also
quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC code. The contact details for
the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk  or Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :-
Checked and signed off by :- Date :-

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 77 of 90 Report Number 1258



Calibration Plot

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33565 : 2345±35BP
  68.2% probability
    490BC (11.2%) 460BC
    450BC ( 3.7%) 430BC
    420BC (53.3%) 380BC
  95.4% probability
    540BC (95.4%) 360BC
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RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 

21 March 2011

La     Laboratory Code SUERC-33566 (GU-23499)
Submitter Rachel Fosberry

Oxford Archaeology East
15 Trafalgar Way
Bar Hill
Cambs CB23 8SQ

Site Reference XSFMOP10
Context Reference
Sample Reference

394
59

Material Grain : Hordeum sp

�13C relative to VPDB -25.1 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 2320 ± 35

N.B 1 The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error,
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from the
counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the random
machine error.

2 The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3).

3 Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities Environmental
Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any reports within the
scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon Laboratory should also
quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC code. The contact details for
the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk  or Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :-
Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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Calibration Plot

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33566 : 2320±35BP
  68.2% probability
    410BC (68.2%) 365BC
  95.4% probability
    510BC ( 6.4%) 430BC
    420BC (76.9%) 350BC
    300BC (12.1%) 230BC
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RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 

21 March 2011

La     Laboratory Code SUERC-33567 (GU-23500)
Submitter Rachel Fosberry

Oxford Archaeology East
15 Trafalgar Way
Bar Hill
Cambs CB23 8SQ

Site Reference XSFMOP10
Context Reference
Sample Reference

122
73

Material Charcoal

�13C relative to VPDB -23.4 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 3415 ± 35

N.B 1 The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error,
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from the
counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the random
machine error.

2 The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3).

3 Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities Environmental
Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any reports within the
scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon Laboratory should also
quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC code. The contact details for
the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk  or Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :-
Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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Calibration Plot

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33567 : 3415±35BP
  68.2% probability
    1760BC (67.2%) 1660BC
    1650BC ( 1.0%) 1640BC
  95.4% probability
    1880BC ( 6.6%) 1840BC
    1820BC ( 2.4%) 1790BC
    1780BC (86.4%) 1620BC
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RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 

21 March 2011

La     Laboratory Code SUERC-33568 (GU-23501)
Submitter Rachel Fosberry

Oxford Archaeology East
15 Trafalgar Way
Bar Hill
Cambs CB23 8SQ

Site Reference XSFMOP10
Context Reference
Sample Reference

545
74

Material Calcined human bone

�13C relative to VPDB -25.2 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 3410 ± 35

N.B 1 The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error,
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from the
counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the random
machine error.

2 The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3).

3 Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities Environmental
Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any reports within the
scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon Laboratory should also
quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC code. The contact details for
the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk  or Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :-
Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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Calibration Plot

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33568 : 3410±35BP
  68.2% probability
    1750BC (65.4%) 1660BC
    1650BC ( 2.8%) 1640BC
  95.4% probability
    1880BC ( 4.9%) 1840BC
    1820BC ( 1.3%) 1800BC
    1780BC (89.2%) 1610BC
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RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 

21 March 2011

La     Laboratory Code SUERC-33569 (GU-23502)
Submitter Rachel Fosberry

Oxford Archaeology East
15 Trafalgar Way
Bar Hill
Cambs CB23 8SQ

Site Reference XSFMOP10
Context Reference
Sample Reference

541
75

Material Charcoal

�13C relative to VPDB -23.8 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 4170 ± 35

N.B 1 The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error,
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from the
counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the random
machine error.

2 The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3).

3 Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities Environmental
Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any reports within the
scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon Laboratory should also
quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC code. The contact details for
the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk  or Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :-
Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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Calibration Plot

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33569 : 4170±35BP
  68.2% probability
    2880BC (12.9%) 2850BC
    2820BC (37.1%) 2740BC
    2730BC (18.1%) 2670BC
  95.4% probability
    2890BC (20.3%) 2830BC
    2820BC (75.1%) 2630BC

Atmospheric data from Reimer et al (2004);OxCal v3.10 Bronk Ramsey (2005); cub r:5 sd:12 prob usp[chron]
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SUERC-33567  3415±35BP

SUERC-33568  3410±35BP

SUERC-33569  4170±35BP
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APPENDIX F.  OASIS REPORT FORM 
All fields are required unless they are not applicable.

Project Details
OASIS Number     

Project Name 

Project Dates (fieldwork) Start Finish  

Previous Work (by OA East)         Future Work 

Project Reference Codes
Site Code Planning App. No. 

HER No. Related HER/OASIS No.

Type of Project/Techniques Used
Prompt

Please select all techniques used:

Monument Types/Significant Finds & Their Periods 
List feature types using the NMR Monument Type Thesaurus and significant finds using the MDA Object type
Thesaurus together with their respective periods. If no features/finds were found, please state “none”.

Monument Period Object Period

Project Location 

County Site Address (including postcode if possible)
 

District

Parish

 HER 

Study Area National Grid Reference
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Field Observation (periodic visits)

Moulton Paddocks
Newmarket
Suffolk   CB8 7PJ

Pits Bronze Age -2.5k to -700

Pits/postholes Iron Age -800 to 43

Ditches Neolithic -4k to -2k

12-12-2010

XSFMOP10 / XSFMOG10

MUN 038 and MUN 039

Yes No

oxfordar3-99055

Late Neolithic to Early Iron Age activity at Moulton Paddocks, Newmarket, Suffolk

Planning condition

oxfordar3-84072

01-11-2010

Suffolk

 TL  567689 265439

Bronze Age -2.5k to -700

Iron Age -800 to 43

Neolithic -4k to -2k

Pottery and flint
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Flint

Forest Heath
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Figure 4:  All features plan – Area C
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Figure 12a:  Selected sections 
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Plate 2:  Ditch 1033, looking north-west

Plate 1:  Hengi-form monument 1064, looking north
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Plate 5:  Pottery Vessel 123

Plate 6:  Pottery Vessel 123 in situ in pit 124

Plate 7:  Pottery Vessel 147 Plate 8:  Pottery Vessel 147 in situ in pit 130

Plate 4:  Pottery Vessel 300 in situ in pit 302

Plate 3:  Pottery Vessel 300
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Plate 9:  Pit 343, looking south-east

Plate 10:  Pit 325, looking north-east
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