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Summary

From the 20th to the 24th October Oxford Archaeology East undertook a watching
brief which led to an archaeological excavation at the land adjacent  to Melbourn
substation.  The  site  is  located  1.6km  west  of  the  centre  of  Melbourn,
Cambridgeshire just off the A10 and next to the railway line (TL 36940 43740). The
work was commissioned by CgMs Consulting on behalf of Lightsource Renewable
Energy Ltd.

An  area  of  0.3ha  was  excavated  and  a  number  of  both  natural  features  and
archaeological features were uncovered and subsequently excavated and recorded.

Several  large  natural  hollows  were  test  pitted  however  were  devoid  of  any
archaeological finds. A group of tree throws however contained a quantity of Early
and Middle Neolithic pottery and an assemblage of struck flint. 

Two parallel ditches, of probable Roman date ran northwest to southeast across the
site and were aligned perpendicular to the line of Ashwell Street Roman road, which
forms the southern boundary of the site.
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work
1.1.1 An archaeological watching brief and excavation was conducted at Land adjacent to

Melbourn substation, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire.

1.1.2 This  archaeological  work  was  undertaken  in  accordance  with  a  Written  scheme of
investigation  co-authored  by  Richard  Smalley  of  CgMs  Consulting  and  Richard
Mortimer of OA East.

1.1.3 The  work  was  designed  to  assist  in  defining  the  character  and  extent  of  any
archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area,  in accordance with
the  guidelines  set  out  in  National  Planning  Policy  Framework  (Department  for
Communities and Local Government March 2012).  

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

1.2   Geology and topography
1.2.1 The  solid  geology  of  the  survey  site  is  chalk  of  the  Zig  Zag  chalk  formation.  No

superficial deposits have been recorded for the study site (British Geological Survey
Map 204, 2000).

1.2.2 The  site  lies  approximately  1.6km  to  the  south-west  of  Melbourn,  Cambridgeshire
between  the  A10  and  the  railway  line.  The  topography  of  the  site  is  generally  flat
around 31m OD.

1.3   Archaeological and historical background
1.3.1 A detailed archaeological and historical background is provided in a recent desk-based

assessment (Smalley 2014). This study identified a moderate potential for Prehistoric
and Roman features on the site and a low potential  for  Saxon,  Medieval  and Post-
Medieval features. 

1.3.2 Two scheduled Bronze Age barrows (CHER 03149, 08883) are located 500m east of
the site and cropmark evidence indicates the presence of several ring ditches in the
landscape  (CHER  08550,  08554).  A nearby  archaeological  evaluation  for  the  A10
bypass (CHER ECB475) identified a 6m x 20m depression containing bone, worked
flint  and  40  Neolithic/Early  Bronze  Age  pottery  sherds  (CHER  08777),  while  an
evaluation  at  Back  Lane  (CHER  ECB2078),  recorded  ditches  interpreted  as  being
prehistoric.

1.3.3 The Roman potential for this site was suggested by the presence of Romano-British
finds from archaeological excavations in the vicinity (CHER ECB475) and the presence
of straight parish boundaries and road sections, suggesting a possible Roman road,
Ashwell  Street,  described  by  OGS Crawford  (1936)  adjacent  to  the  site's  southern
boundary (NMR 1044838).

1.3.4 A low potential for Saxon and Medieval archaeological remains was estimated, based
on nearby excavations.

1.4   Acknowledgments
1.4.1 The project was commissioned by William Bedford of CgMs on behalf of Lightsource

Renewable Energy and was managed by Richard Mortimer. Kasia Gdaniec of CHET
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monitored the excavation. Survey was provided by Louise Bush. Mary Andrews and the
author undertook excavations on site. 
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2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims
2.1.1 The objective of this archaeological watching brief and excavation was to determine as

far as reasonably possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality,
condition  and  significance  of  any  surviving  archaeological  deposits  within  the
development area.

2.2   Methodology
2.2.1 The WSI required that an area of 0.3ha be excavated down to the natural geology or

archaeological horizon and any archaeological remains recorded.

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
tracked 360 excavator using a toothless ditching bucket. 

2.2.3 The site survey was carried out by Louise Bush using a Leica GS08 RTK GPS.

2.2.4 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector.  All metal-
detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those which
were obviously modern.

2.2.5 All  archaeological  features  and  deposits  were  recorded  using  OA East's  pro-forma
sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and
colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits. 

2.2.6 The excavation  proceeded  in  mainly  dry and  sunny conditions  with  occasional  rain
showers. 
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Introduction 
3.1.1 The  results  below  are  discussed  by  type  with  natural  features  and  archaeological

features grouped separately. Full lists of contexts can be found in Appendix A.  

3.2   Natural Features
3.2.1 Two large natural hollows (1 and 7) were located in the southeast of the site and in the

northwest  of  the  site  (respectively).  Hollow  1  was  partially  excavated with  machine
sondage followed by hand test  pitting in  0.1m spits.  This hollow proved to be quite
shallow, only 0.3m at its deepest point and devoid of any finds. Its fill (2) was a dark
blackish brown sandy silt.  Hollow  7  was also excavated by hand test pitting in 0.1m
spits but proved even shallower at 0.2m at its deepest point. The fill of this hollow (8)
was the same as the fill of hollow 1.

3.2.2 Another clearly natural feature (3), both from its irregular shape and profile and its fill
being the similar to that of the natural hollows, was located in the south of the site. This
feature contained one sherd of Bronze Age pottery however this was fairly close to the
surface and may have been intrusive.

3.2.3 The only reasonable assemblage of finds came from the two inter-cutting tree throws in
the north of the site (9 and 11). These features contained an assemblage of struck flint
(76 pieces in total) mainly of Early Neolithic date, including an arrowhead and a large
end-scraper  (Plate 3)  and a quantity of  Early Neolithic  pottery as well  as scraps of
Peterborough ware from Tree Throw 11. These features were initially half-excavated to
record the section (Plate 2, Figure 3) and then fully excavated for finds recovery. Both
were sub-circular in plan and had irregular profiles. Tree Throw 9 was filled with a light
greyish brown sandy silt (10) and 11 with a dark greyish brown sandy silt (12).

3.3   Archaeological Features
3.3.1 Two parallel ditches were aligned northwest to southeast across the site. These ditches

were 11m apart and ran perpendicular to the Roman road, Ashwell Street the route of
which is adjacent to the site's southern boundary (Crawford 1936, 100).

3.3.2 The larger western ditch (13) ran the full length of the site (47m) and was fairly steep
sided and flat based (Figure 3, Plate 1) and contained small sherds of both Late Iron
Age and earlier Roman pottery. The ditch's lower fill was a light grey brown, very chalky
sandy silt  (14)  with  an  upper  fill  of  light  grey brown sandy silt  (15).  A second  slot
excavated  through  the  same  ditch  (18)  produced  a  single  sherd  of  post-Medieval
pottery.

3.3.3 The eastern ditch (5) only survived for 14m from the southern edge of the site, being
shallower than its western counterpart. Ditch 5 was fairly narrow, only 0.1m deep and
was filled by a light grey brown sandy silt (6).

3.4   Finds Summary
3.4.1 In total 101g (26 pieces) of pottery were retrieved, of which 95g (24 pieces) were of

prehistoric material, the majority coming from context 12 (Tree Throw 11). The majority
of the struck flint also came from context 12 which produced 72 of the 76 total pieces,
all of Early Neolithic date.
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Prehistoric 
4.1.1 The  tree  throws  here  produced  similar  Early  Neolithic  material  to  the

hollows/depressions  at  the  A10  bypass  (CHER  ECB475)  and  at  New Road  (Ladd
2014).  The  flintwork  here,  although  similar  to  New  Road,  has  a  greater  retouch
component and could contribute to the understanding of prehistoric activity in the area ,
particularly settlement and depositional practices.

4.1.2 The presence of Peterborough Ware and Bronze Age sherds in natural features here
complements  the  known  prehistoric  use  of  this  landscape  uncovered  in  other
excavations, e.g. ditches at Back Lane (CHER ECB2078) and barrows nearby.

4.2   Roman and Later
4.2.1 The  linear  ditches  here  are  clearly  related  to  Ashwell  Street,  the  Romanised  route

which passes south of Melbourn. This long-lived road likely formed the spine of later
developments. The ditches' spacing suggests they may delineate a subsidiary track,
but  it  is  unclear  from  the  excavation  whether  they  instead  relate  to  agricultural
enclosures or settlement along Ashwell  Street.  Their dating is also uncertain as one
contained both Late Iron Age/early Roman material and a single post-Medieval sherd,
which on balance seems likely to be intrusive.
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APPENDIX A.  CONTEXT INVENTORY

Context Type Cut Width (m) Depth (m) Comment Finds Date

1 Cut 1 7.50 0.30 Natural Hollow - Undated

2 Fill 1 - 0.30 Natural Hollow Fill - Undated

3 Cut 3 3.10 0.60 Natural Feature - Bronze Age

4 Fill 3 - 0.60 Natural Feature Fill pottery Bronze Age

5 Cut 5 0.40 0.10 Ditch - Roman

6 Fill 5 - 0.10 Ditch Fill - Roman

7 Cut 7 10.00 0.20 Natural Hollow - Undated

8 Fill 7 - 0.20 Natural Hollow Fill Undated

9 Cut 9 1.80 0.16 Tree Throw - Neolithic

10 Fill 9 - 0.16 Tree Throw Fill Flint, pottery Neolithic

11 Cut 11 2.80 0.30 Tree Throw - Neolithic

12 Fill 11 - 0.30 Tree Throw Fill Flint, pottery Middle Neolithic

13 Cut 13 1.46 0.42 Ditch - Roman

14 Fill 13 - 0.14 Ditch Fill pottery Late Iron Age

15 Fill 13 - 0.28 Ditch Fill pottery AD50-150

16 Cut 16 1.40 0.20 Natural Hollow - Undated

17 Fill 16 - 0.20 Natural Hollow Fill Undated

18 Cut 18 1.50 0.32 Ditch = 13 - Roman

19 Fill 18 - 0.32 Ditch Fill C14th-C18th

Table 1: Context summary
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APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Prehistoric Pottery

By Sarah Percival BA MA MIfA

Introduction
B.1.1  A total of 26 sherds weighing 101g were collected from six excavated contexts. Twenty two sherds 

of earlier prehistoric pottery including an early to mid Bronze Age sherd and twenty scraps of 
Peterborough Ware came from the fills of natural features 3, 7 and 11. Single sherds of Later Iron 
Age, Roman and post medieval date were recovered from the fills of ditches 13 and 18. The 
pottery is fragmentary and no complete vessels were recovered. The sherds are mostly small and 
poorly preserved and the average sherd weight is just 3g. 

Feature Feature type Context Spot date Quantity Weight (g)

3 Natural feat 4 Bronze Age 1 22

7 Hollow 8 NCD 1 3

11 Tree Throw 12 Middle Neolithic 20 60

13 Ditch 14 later Iron Age 2 10

15 AD50-150 1 5

18 Ditch 19 16th – 18th century 1 1

Total 26 101

Table 2: Pottery by feature

Methodology

B.1.2  The  assemblage  was  analysed  in  accordance  with  the  Guidelines  for  analysis  and
publication laid down by the Prehistoric Ceramic Research Group (PCRG 2010). The
total  assemblage was  studied and a  full  catalogue was  prepared.  The sherds were
examined using a binocular microscope (x10 magnification) and were divided into fabric
groups defined on the basis of inclusion types. Fabric codes were prefixed by a letter
code  representing  the  main  inclusion  present  (F  representing  flint,  G  grog  and  Q
quartz).  Vessel  form  was  recorded;  R  representing  rim  sherds,  B  base  sherds,  D
decorated  sherds  and  U  undecorated  body  sherds.  The  sherds  were  counted  and
weighed to the nearest  whole gram. Decoration and abrasion were also noted.  The
pottery and archive are curated by OAE 

Middle Neolithic

B.1.3  A total of twenty scraps of flint-tempered pottery weighing 60g was collected from Tree
Throw 11. These include a small sherd from an externally thickened rim decorated with
bird  bone  impressions  plus  two  further  body  sherds  with  fingernail  and  bird  bone
impressed  decoration.  The  assemblage  has  been  tentatively  identified  as  being
Peterborough Ware which dates to the Middle Neolithic  c.3400-2500 BC, although an
end date for the main period of its use may occur slightly earlier, between 2900-2700
BC (A Tinsley pers. comm.). 

Bronze Age

B.1.4  A single Bronze Age sherd weighing 22g was found in the fill of natural feature 3. The
chunky body sherd, which is made of flint and grog tempered fabric, is of early to mid
Bronze Age date.
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Prehistoric (not closely datable)

B.1.5  A small nondescript sherd in sandy fabric with rounded quartz inclusions from hollow 7
is prehistoric but is otherwise not closely datable. 

Later Iron Age

B.1.6  Two sand and shell tempered body sherds weighing 10g from ditch  13 are Later Iron
Age. Later Iron Age

Roman

B.1.7  A sherd of possible south Gaulish samian was also found in ditch 13. The sherd, which
weighs 5g, dates to c. AD50-150 (G. Monteil pers. comm.). 

Post Roman

B.1.8  A small scrap of highly abraded Glazed Red Earthenware was found in ditch  18. The
sherd dates to the 16th to 18th centuries. 

Spot date Fabric Fabric Description Quantity Weight (g)

Middle Neolithic F2 Moderate angular flint up to 3mm
in sandy matrix

20 60

Bronze Age FGr Common small angular flint up to 
2mm; moderate pale sub-
rounded grog up to 2mm

1 22

Not closely datable 
prehistoric

Qqu Sandy clay with moderate 
rounded quartz grains up to 2mm

1 3

later Iron Age QSh Sandy clay with sparse to 
moderate shell plates

2 10

Roman SAM Samian 1 5

Post Roman GRE Glazed Red Earthenware 1 1

Total 26 101

Table 3: Fabric descriptions

B.2  Flint

By Barry Bishop

Introduction

B.2.1  The archaeological investigations at the above site resulted in the recovery of 76 pieces
of struck flint, most of which came from a single tree-throw hollow. This report provides
a  brief  description  of  the  main  characteristics  of  the  assemblage  and  discusses  its
archaeological significance and potential to contribute to the further understanding of
the  nature  and  chronology of  the  activities  identified  during  the  project. All  metrical
descriptions follow the methodology of Saville (1980).
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Table 4: Quantification of Lithic Material

Description

B.2.1  Context [12] provided the largest assemblage, it providing 72 of the 76 pieces of struck
flint found during the excavations (Table 4). Similarities in the raw materials suggest that
this assemblage was produced from a limited number of cores that include at least one
of ‘bullhead bed’ flint, a type found at the junction of the Cretaceous Upper Chalk and
overlying Tertiary deposits (Shepherd 1972). Most of  the pieces, however,  are made
from a translucent black flint with thin but relatively unweathered cortex but occasional
thermal  flaws.  This  is  likely to  have been obtained from local  sources,  such as the
Holywell  Nodular  chalk,  and  is  similar  to  that  used  to  manufacture  the  comparable
assemblages from New Road in Melbourn (Bishop 2014).  The assemblage from the
tree-throw is, like all of the material from this site, heavily recorticated but generally in a
good condition.  Some variation in  its condition is apparent,  however,  and six pieces
have also been burnt. This indicates that the assemblage has experienced a complex
pre-depositional  history,  such as  having  been  middened  prior  to  final  disposal.  The
assemblage mostly comprised knapping waste and includes elements from the entire
knapping  sequence  with  the  notable  exception  of  any  cores,  although  some of  the
conchoidally shattered pieces probably represent cores that had disintegrated during
reduction. There are also four retouched implements comprising a piercer, a scraper, an
arrowhead and a possible unfinished arrowhead (Table 5).

B.2.2  The remainder of the struck flint from the sites comprises two flakes from context [8], a
blade from context [10] and a serrated blade from context [17] (see  Table 5).  Whilst
these are not  particularly  chronologically  diagnostic,  they are comparable  and could
easily be of the same date as the assemblage from context [12].
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Long-
end 
scraper

86x37x19mm
Large probably plunged blade with a faceted striking platform and with extensive 
steep convex scalar retouch around its distal end and two shallow notches on its 
lateral margins c. 1/3 of the way from its proximal end – possibly to aid hafting.  

12

Leaf-
shaped 
arrowhe
ad.

>35x23x24mm
Finely made, almost kite-shaped, with invasive thinning over all of dorsal face and
most of ventral. Tips of both ends missing, both possible impact fractures. 

12 Piercer 60x28x12mm
Partially cortical blade with edge blunting and wear on both edges and dorsal 
arête at distal end indicating use as an awl-type piercing tool. Also some blunting 
near proximal possibly to aid handling. 

12
Edge 
retouch
ed

>35x39x7mm

Distal end of a relatively thick wide flake with light steep retouch on left margin 
near distal and slightly invasive inverse retouch on opposite side. Uncertain what 
sort of implement this might represent; best guess is it is possibly the very early 
stages in making an arrowhead. 

17 Serrate >30x14x5mm
Partially cortical non-prismatic blade with fine serrations along its left margin. 
Distal end missing. 

Table 5: Description of Retouched Implements

Discussion and Significance

B.2.1  The  assemblage  from  context  [12]  is  technologically  homogeneous  and  can  be
confidently  dated  to  the  Early  Neolithic  period.  It  is  relatively  large  and  appears  to
indicate  in-situ activity  involving  the  deliberate  dumping  of  occupational  debris.  It
includes elements from most of the knapping sequence, representing the initial working
of cores through to the use and discard of tools. It is very similar in size, raw material
use and composition to some of the assemblages recently recovered from New Road in
Melbourn with the exception that, perhaps importantly, it does have a higher and more
varied retouched component.  It  may also be significant that it  was recovered from a
different  type  of  feature  than  most  of  the  material  from  New  Road.  Certainly  if
considered in conjunction with the assemblages from New Road, it  has considerable
potential in contributing to understandings of prehistoric activity in the area, particularly
settlement and depositional practices, modes of raw material acquisition and specific
flintworking traditions.

B.3  Environmental Sampling
B.3.1  No useable material was recovered from environmental sampling.
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Figure 2: Site plan  

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 1705

Section line

Excavated slot

LOE

MELSUB14

243700 243700

243750 243750

243800 243800

53
69

50
53

69
50

7

7

3
2

1

9

8

6

5

4

Archaeological feature

N

1:500

0                                                20 m

Archaeological extent uncertain

13

5

1

9

11

18

3



Figure 3: Sections 
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Plate 2: Tree throws 9 and 11 

Plate 1: Ditch 13 

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 1705



Plate 3: Detail of flint scraper from tree throw 11
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	1 Introduction
	1.1 Location and scope of work
	1.1.1 An archaeological watching brief and excavation was conducted at Land adjacent to Melbourn substation, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire.
	1.1.2 This archaeological work was undertaken in accordance with a Written scheme of investigation co-authored by Richard Smalley of CgMs Consulting and Richard Mortimer of OA East.
	1.1.3 The work was designed to assist in defining the character and extent of any archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area, in accordance with the guidelines set out in National Planning Policy Framework (Department for Communities and Local Government March 2012).
	1.1.4 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate county stores in due course.

	1.2 Geology and topography
	1.2.1 The solid geology of the survey site is chalk of the Zig Zag chalk formation. No superficial deposits have been recorded for the study site (British Geological Survey Map 204, 2000).
	1.2.2 The site lies approximately 1.6km to the south-west of Melbourn, Cambridgeshire between the A10 and the railway line. The topography of the site is generally flat around 31m OD.

	1.3 Archaeological and historical background
	1.3.1 A detailed archaeological and historical background is provided in a recent desk-based assessment (Smalley 2014). This study identified a moderate potential for Prehistoric and Roman features on the site and a low potential for Saxon, Medieval and Post-Medieval features.
	1.3.2 Two scheduled Bronze Age barrows (CHER 03149, 08883) are located 500m east of the site and cropmark evidence indicates the presence of several ring ditches in the landscape (CHER 08550, 08554). A nearby archaeological evaluation for the A10 bypass (CHER ECB475) identified a 6m x 20m depression containing bone, worked flint and 40 Neolithic/Early Bronze Age pottery sherds (CHER 08777), while an evaluation at Back Lane (CHER ECB2078), recorded ditches interpreted as being prehistoric.
	1.3.3 The Roman potential for this site was suggested by the presence of Romano-British finds from archaeological excavations in the vicinity (CHER ECB475) and the presence of straight parish boundaries and road sections, suggesting a possible Roman road, Ashwell Street, described by OGS Crawford (1936) adjacent to the site's southern boundary (NMR 1044838).
	1.3.4 A low potential for Saxon and Medieval archaeological remains was estimated, based on nearby excavations.

	1.4 Acknowledgments
	1.4.1 The project was commissioned by William Bedford of CgMs on behalf of Lightsource Renewable Energy and was managed by Richard Mortimer. Kasia Gdaniec of CHET monitored the excavation. Survey was provided by Louise Bush. Mary Andrews and the author undertook excavations on site.


	2 Aims and Methodology
	2.1 Aims
	2.1.1 The objective of this archaeological watching brief and excavation was to determine as far as reasonably possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits within the development area.

	2.2 Methodology
	2.2.1 The WSI required that an area of 0.3ha be excavated down to the natural geology or archaeological horizon and any archaeological remains recorded.
	2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a tracked 360 excavator using a toothless ditching bucket.
	2.2.3 The site survey was carried out by Louise Bush using a Leica GS08 RTK GPS.
	2.2.4 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector. All metal-detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those which were obviously modern.
	2.2.5 All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using OA East's pro-forma sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.
	2.2.6 The excavation proceeded in mainly dry and sunny conditions with occasional rain showers.


	3 Results
	3.1 Introduction
	3.1.1 The results below are discussed by type with natural features and archaeological features grouped separately. Full lists of contexts can be found in Appendix A.

	3.2 Natural Features
	3.2.1 Two large natural hollows (1 and 7) were located in the southeast of the site and in the northwest of the site (respectively). Hollow 1 was partially excavated with machine sondage followed by hand test pitting in 0.1m spits. This hollow proved to be quite shallow, only 0.3m at its deepest point and devoid of any finds. Its fill (2) was a dark blackish brown sandy silt. Hollow 7 was also excavated by hand test pitting in 0.1m spits but proved even shallower at 0.2m at its deepest point. The fill of this hollow (8) was the same as the fill of hollow 1.
	3.2.2 Another clearly natural feature (3), both from its irregular shape and profile and its fill being the similar to that of the natural hollows, was located in the south of the site. This feature contained one sherd of Bronze Age pottery however this was fairly close to the surface and may have been intrusive.
	3.2.3 The only reasonable assemblage of finds came from the two inter-cutting tree throws in the north of the site (9 and 11). These features contained an assemblage of struck flint (76 pieces in total) mainly of Early Neolithic date, including an arrowhead and a large end-scraper (Plate 3) and a quantity of Early Neolithic pottery as well as scraps of Peterborough ware from Tree Throw 11. These features were initially half-excavated to record the section (Plate 2, Figure 3) and then fully excavated for finds recovery. Both were sub-circular in plan and had irregular profiles. Tree Throw 9 was filled with a light greyish brown sandy silt (10) and 11 with a dark greyish brown sandy silt (12).

	3.3 Archaeological Features
	3.3.1 Two parallel ditches were aligned northwest to southeast across the site. These ditches were 11m apart and ran perpendicular to the Roman road, Ashwell Street the route of which is adjacent to the site's southern boundary (Crawford 1936, 100).
	3.3.2 The larger western ditch (13) ran the full length of the site (47m) and was fairly steep sided and flat based (Figure 3, Plate 1) and contained small sherds of both Late Iron Age and earlier Roman pottery. The ditch's lower fill was a light grey brown, very chalky sandy silt (14) with an upper fill of light grey brown sandy silt (15). A second slot excavated through the same ditch (18) produced a single sherd of post-Medieval pottery.
	3.3.3 The eastern ditch (5) only survived for 14m from the southern edge of the site, being shallower than its western counterpart. Ditch 5 was fairly narrow, only 0.1m deep and was filled by a light grey brown sandy silt (6).

	3.4 Finds Summary
	3.4.1 In total 101g (26 pieces) of pottery were retrieved, of which 95g (24 pieces) were of prehistoric material, the majority coming from context 12 (Tree Throw 11). The majority of the struck flint also came from context 12 which produced 72 of the 76 total pieces, all of Early Neolithic date.


	Appendix A. Context Inventory
	Appendix B. Finds Reports
	B.1 Prehistoric Pottery
	B.1.2 The assemblage was analysed in accordance with the Guidelines for analysis and publication laid down by the Prehistoric Ceramic Research Group (PCRG 2010). The total assemblage was studied and a full catalogue was prepared. The sherds were examined using a binocular microscope (x10 magnification) and were divided into fabric groups defined on the basis of inclusion types. Fabric codes were prefixed by a letter code representing the main inclusion present (F representing flint, G grog and Q quartz). Vessel form was recorded; R representing rim sherds, B base sherds, D decorated sherds and U undecorated body sherds. The sherds were counted and weighed to the nearest whole gram. Decoration and abrasion were also noted. The pottery and archive are curated by OAE
	B.1.3 A total of twenty scraps of flint-tempered pottery weighing 60g was collected from Tree Throw 11. These include a small sherd from an externally thickened rim decorated with bird bone impressions plus two further body sherds with fingernail and bird bone impressed decoration. The assemblage has been tentatively identified as being Peterborough Ware which dates to the Middle Neolithic c.3400-2500 BC, although an end date for the main period of its use may occur slightly earlier, between 2900-2700 BC (A Tinsley pers. comm.).
	B.1.4 A single Bronze Age sherd weighing 22g was found in the fill of natural feature 3. The chunky body sherd, which is made of flint and grog tempered fabric, is of early to mid Bronze Age date.
	B.1.5 A small nondescript sherd in sandy fabric with rounded quartz inclusions from hollow 7 is prehistoric but is otherwise not closely datable.
	B.1.6 Two sand and shell tempered body sherds weighing 10g from ditch 13 are Later Iron Age. Later Iron Age
	B.1.7 A sherd of possible south Gaulish samian was also found in ditch 13. The sherd, which weighs 5g, dates to c. AD50-150 (G. Monteil pers. comm.).
	B.1.8 A small scrap of highly abraded Glazed Red Earthenware was found in ditch 18. The sherd dates to the 16th to 18th centuries.

	B.2 Flint
	B.2.1 The archaeological investigations at the above site resulted in the recovery of 76 pieces of struck flint, most of which came from a single tree-throw hollow. This report provides a brief description of the main characteristics of the assemblage and discusses its archaeological significance and potential to contribute to the further understanding of the nature and chronology of the activities identified during the project. All metrical descriptions follow the methodology of Saville (1980).
	B.2.1 Context [12] provided the largest assemblage, it providing 72 of the 76 pieces of struck flint found during the excavations (Table 4). Similarities in the raw materials suggest that this assemblage was produced from a limited number of cores that include at least one of ‘bullhead bed’ flint, a type found at the junction of the Cretaceous Upper Chalk and overlying Tertiary deposits (Shepherd 1972). Most of the pieces, however, are made from a translucent black flint with thin but relatively unweathered cortex but occasional thermal flaws. This is likely to have been obtained from local sources, such as the Holywell Nodular chalk, and is similar to that used to manufacture the comparable assemblages from New Road in Melbourn (Bishop 2014). The assemblage from the tree-throw is, like all of the material from this site, heavily recorticated but generally in a good condition. Some variation in its condition is apparent, however, and six pieces have also been burnt. This indicates that the assemblage has experienced a complex pre-depositional history, such as having been middened prior to final disposal. The assemblage mostly comprised knapping waste and includes elements from the entire knapping sequence with the notable exception of any cores, although some of the conchoidally shattered pieces probably represent cores that had disintegrated during reduction. There are also four retouched implements comprising a piercer, a scraper, an arrowhead and a possible unfinished arrowhead (Table 5).
	B.2.2 The remainder of the struck flint from the sites comprises two flakes from context [8], a blade from context [10] and a serrated blade from context [17] (see Table 5). Whilst these are not particularly chronologically diagnostic, they are comparable and could easily be of the same date as the assemblage from context [12].
	B.2.1 The assemblage from context [12] is technologically homogeneous and can be confidently dated to the Early Neolithic period. It is relatively large and appears to indicate in-situ activity involving the deliberate dumping of occupational debris. It includes elements from most of the knapping sequence, representing the initial working of cores through to the use and discard of tools. It is very similar in size, raw material use and composition to some of the assemblages recently recovered from New Road in Melbourn with the exception that, perhaps importantly, it does have a higher and more varied retouched component. It may also be significant that it was recovered from a different type of feature than most of the material from New Road. Certainly if considered in conjunction with the assemblages from New Road, it has considerable potential in contributing to understandings of prehistoric activity in the area, particularly settlement and depositional practices, modes of raw material acquisition and specific flintworking traditions.

	B.3 Environmental Sampling
	B.3.1 No useable material was recovered from environmental sampling.
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