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Summary 

Between the 12th of November and the 23rd of November 2018, Oxford 
Archaeology East (OA East) conducted an archaeological investigation at land 
off A47, east of the Grandcourt Quarry, East Winch, Norfolk (centred TF 68991 
16587) ahead of an application for mineral extraction at the site. The area was 
initially evaluated by NPS Archaeology (Ames 2014); however, two additional 
areas required further work. Eighteen trenches were excavated, each 40m in 
length. Fourteen of these trenches revealed dispersed linear and discrete 
archaeological features.  

The evaluation revealed two main zones of activity. One was located in the 
north-western part of the site and comprised a scatter of ditches, gullies, pits 
and possible post holes tentatively assigned to the Late Iron Age/ Early Roman 
period, based on the recovery of a small number of pottery sherds. The ditches 
had varying alignments and contained homogenous fills. Trenches 102 and 104 
exposed an enclosure ditch identified by the geophysical survey. Trench 103 
revealed a possible ring ditch associated with another curvilinear anomaly 
recorded by the survey.  

The second major area of activity was located in the south-east corner of the 
site. It also comprised of a number of ditches, gullies and pits. A concentration 
of pits was recognised in Trench 114. The ditches had varying alignments but 
contained similar fills. Two principal axes have been identified suggesting the 
existence of a pattern of rectilinear field divisions. Finds and environmental data 
are suggestive of at least two phases of occupation at the site. Very few finds 
were recovered from this area. The ceramic assemblage was Early Roman, and 
originated from features in Trenches 113, 114 and 116. The Early Roman pottery 
recovered from ditch 40, Trench 114 could be residual, as grains of rye, 
characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon period, were found within an associated 
environmental sample. In addition, a Danelaw imitation of an Alfred (the Great) 
silver penny was recovered from ditch 66, Trench 116.  
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Scope of work 

1.1.1 Oxford Archaeology (OA) was commissioned by Sibelco Ltd to undertake a trial trench 
evaluation at the site of Grandcourt Quarry at East Winch, Norfolk. 

1.1.2 The work was undertaken to inform the Planning Authority in advance of a submission 
of a Planning Application. A brief was set by John Percival of the Norfolk County Council 
Historic Environment Service outlining the Local Authority’s requirements for work 
necessary to inform the planning process. An approved Written Scheme of 
Investigation (WSI) was produced by OA (Wiseman 2018). This document outlines how 
OA implemented the Local Planning Authority’s requirements in line with the 
approved WSI. 

1.2 Location, topography and geology 

1.2.1 The site lies to the north of the A47, on the western edge of the village of East Winch, 
around 11 km south-east of King’s Lynn, centred TF 68991 16587 (Fig.1). OA proposed 
to extend the evaluation by NPS Archaeology (Ames 2014) in two areas: 1.2ha 
immediately to the north of the NPS evaluation and 1.8ha in areas immediately east 
of the NPS evaluation area (Fig. 3). The area straddles parts of two agricultural fields 
divided by an access track. The site is bounded by farmland to the west, north and east 
and the A47 to the south. 

1.2.2 The bedrock under the site consists of several bands of sands and sandstone (Carstone 
Formation, Leziate Member, and Mintlyn Member, Roxham member, Runcton 
Member). There are no superficial deposits reported on the site itself, although to the 
east, under East Winch are deposits of head, and to the west are areas of glacial 
diamicton (Lowestoft Formation). (BGS Geology of Britain map viewer 
http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk /geologyofbritain/home.html). 

1.2.3 The site lies on a low ridge that runs west to the fens. To the south lies the broad valley 
of the River Nar, running broadly east to west. To the north lies an area of former 
fenland drained in the early historic period by the Middle Stop Drain. The site itself lies 
at around 20-24m OD, sloping very gently south to north. 

1.3 Archaeological and historical background 

1.3.1 This section is based on the WSI prepared by OA (Wiseman 2018) and supplemented 
by HER data (Fig. 2). 

1.3.2 The site of Grandcourt Farm underwent several stages of investigation prior to the 
mineral extraction. The current work was undertaken to supplement the 2011 NPS 
Archaeology evaluation at the site (NHER 50836, ENF125281). 

Prehistoric  

1.3.3 Some prehistoric flint flakes have been found (NHER 3407) within the area of the 
proposed quarry. 
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1.3.4 A Palaeolithic flint handaxe (NHER 15299, ENF 6352) was found as a surface find from 
an allotment next to East Winch Common located c. 900m to the south-east of the 
site. 

1.3.5 Excavations at the site in 2008 (NHER 37638, ENF 123056), c. 500m west of the current 
investigation area, uncovered some evidence of sporadic activity between Mesolithic 
and the Early Neolithic. The site also revealed evidence of earlier Bronze Age activity 
represented by pits containing burnt material, charcoal, cremated one and fragments 
of collared urn pottery. The excavation also revealed extensive evidence of Iron Age 
activity including a Mid to Late Iron Age enclosure and a broad are of later Iron Age 
pits that followed the contour of the hillside. The finds from the site included over 
forty brooches and amber, glass and shell beads. 

Roman 

1.3.6 In 2010 NAU Archaeology undertook the excavation of trial trenches along the 
southern and eastern sides of the south-eastern-most field of the proposed quarry 
(Ames and Percival 2010, NHER 50836, ENF 124453), around 300m to the north-west 
of the site.  The results of the evaluation trenching revealed the presence of Roman, 
Saxon and medieval occupation evidence and therefore a subsequent excavation was 
undertaken on the 2m wide pipeline construction easement across this field (Hickling 
2010, NHER 50836, ENF 124453). The results of this excavation revealed a 
concentration of Roman activity, characterised as field boundaries and possibly a pit 
filled with iron slag. The field boundaries were orientated on a north to south 
alignment and may have formed part of a semi-regular field system, elements of which 
have continued in use to the present day and have influenced the layout of the modern 
village of East Winch. 

1.3.7 Finds spots of Roman coins and metal work have been recorded in various locations 
surrounding the site (NHER 41711, ENF 98361; NHER 42579, ENF 103451). Fragments 
of Roman jewellery (NHER 28129, ENF 11052; NHER 31095, ENF 103870) were found 
during metal detecting in the fields directly to the south of the proposed development 
area.   

Medieval  

1.3.8 The trial trenches and subsequent excavation at the site completed by NAU (NHER 
50836, ENF 124453) produced Early Saxon evidence, consisting of two or three 
possible sunken featured buildings, indicating settlement and perhaps industrial 
activity and may represent the early nucleus of the village of East Winch close to the 
church. Two concentrations of Late Saxon / Saxo-Norman activity were also identified. 
The first group was located on the eastern edge of the field ditches, possibly a 
continuation of the Roman field system, and one well-preserved corn-drying or 
malting kiln. The second concentration was located on the southern edge of the field 
adjacent the A47 and close to the parish church (which has Late Saxon origins). This 
group consisted of two north to south aligned ditches and a very disturbed corn-drying 
or malting kiln. Over 100 sherds of Late Saxon / Saxo-Norman pottery were also 
recovered. 
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1.3.9 The 2012 evaluation of Field A and B of the proposed Grandcourt extension (Ames 
2014, ENF 125281) uncovered numerous ditches, probably belonging to field systems. 
The ditches excavated are on several alignments, suggesting several phases of field 
systems. Finds were recovered from the Middle-Late Iron Age and Roman period, but 
the bulk came from the Late Saxon and medieval periods. Environmental samples 
recovered widespread remains of cereals (wheat and barley). 

1.3.10 The Late Saxon All Saints’ Church (NHER 3418) is located directly to the south-east of 
the site.  

1.3.11 In the wider landscape a series of ridge and furrow (NHER 41126) have been revealed 
by an investigation in the area of Wicken Quarry 1km north of the site.  

1.3.12 A multi-period finds scatter (NHER 28129, ENF 11052) had been identified in the fields 
to the south of the development area. In addition to the Roman finds, Late Saxon bridle 
cheek piece, medieval coins, pottery and metalwork have also been recovered from 
an area of dark soil and building material.  

Modern 

1.3.13 A series of medieval or later ditches was uncovered by an evaluation by Archaeological 
Solutions to the south of Gayton Road (NHER 63091, ENF 143322), located c. 1km to 
the east of the proposed development site.  

1.3.14 Historic mapping from 1889 through to 1958 show that an area did not undergone any 
significant changes during that time. The area remained as fields, and Grandcourt 
Farm barely changed in form from the Late Victorian period through to the 1950s. Long 
Drove, which runs through the centre of the site is present on all maps. 

1.3.15 The current development area contains evidence for a Second World War searchlight 
station (NHER 50846), which was recorded from aerial photographs but that appears 
to have been cleared and returned to arable cultivation by 1946. 

1.3.16 In addition, a World War II crash site (NHER 14452) of an Oxford aircraft is located c. 
700m to the north-east of the development site.  

Undated features  

1.3.17 The main archaeological evidence within the area of the proposed quarry is that of 
cropmarks (NHER 50836) which represent field boundaries, trackways and enclosures. 
These cropmarks have been mapped by the National Mapping Programme and an 
aerial survey by Air Photo Services (Palmer 2011). 

1.3.18 Further cropmarks and earthworks are also recorded from aerial photographs of the 
area to the north-east of Grandcourt Farm (NHER 50835), and represent enclosures 
and field boundaries.  

1.3.19 A geophysical survey of the site was conducted by West Yorkshire Archaeological 
Service in 2011 on behalf of NPS Archaeology (Malone 2011). It largely confirmed the 
findings of the aerial photograph assessment, and identified numerous additional 
features, including droveways, more field boundaries and a ring ditch.  
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2 EVALUATION AIMS AND METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Aims 

2.1.1 The project aims and objectives were as follows: 

i. to determine or confirm the general nature of any remains present. 
ii. to determine or confirm the approximate date or date range of any remains, by 

means of artefactual or other evidence. 
iii. ground truth geophysical results, by testing a range of anomalies of likely 

archaeological origin, and areas where no anomalies registered  
iv. establish the presence or absence of archaeological remains on the site, 

characterise where they are found (location, depth and extent), and establish 
the quality of preservation of any archaeology and environmental remains 

v. provide sufficient coverage to establish the character, condition, date and 
purpose of any archaeological deposits 

vi. provide sufficient coverage to evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and 
the possible presence of masking deposits 

vii. set results in the local and regional archaeological context 
viii. provide – in the event that archaeological remains are found – sufficient 

information to construct an archaeological mitigation strategy, dealing with 
preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, 
timetables, and orders of cost. 

2.2 Methodology 

2.2.1 A total of 18 trenches measuring 40m x 2.1m was excavated. This was equivalent to 
5% of the development area. 

2.2.2 All machine excavation took place under the supervision of a suitably qualified and 
experienced archaeologist. 

2.2.3 Trial trenches were excavated by a mechanical excavator to the depth of geological 
horizons, or to the upper interface of archaeological features or deposits. A toothless 
ditching bucket with a bucket width of 2.1m was used to excavate the trenches, as 
1.8m bucket was not available. Overburden was excavated in spits not greater than 
0.1m thick. 

2.2.4 Spoil was stored alongside trenches. Topsoil, subsoil, and archaeological deposits were 
kept separate during excavation, to allow for sequential backfilling of excavations. 
Trenches were only backfilled once approval had been secured from the Norfolk 
Historic Environment Service. 

2.2.5 The top of the first archaeological deposit was cleared by machine, then cleaned off 
by hand. Exposed surfaces were cleaned by trowel and hoe as necessary, in order to 
clarify located features and deposits. 

2.2.6 All features were investigated and recorded to provide an accurate evaluation of 
archaeological potential, whilst at the same time minimising disturbance to 
archaeological structures, features, and deposits. All relationships between features 
or deposits were investigated and recorded. Any natural subsoil surface revealed were 
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hand cleaned and examined for archaeological deposits and artefacts. Apparently 
natural features (such as tree throws) were sampled sufficiently to establish their 
character. 

2.2.7 All excavation of archaeological deposits was done by hand. The method of excavation 
was decided by the senior project archaeologist. 

2.2.8 There was sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth, and nature 
of any archaeological deposit. Investigation slots through all linear features were at 
least 1m in width. Discrete features were half-sectioned or excavated in quadrants 
where they were large or deep. 

2.2.9 Surveying was done using a survey-grade differential GPS (Leica GS08) fitted with 
"smartnet" technology with an accuracy of 5mm horizontal and 10mm vertical. 

2.2.10 A register of all trenches, features, photographs, survey levels and small finds were 
kept. 

2.2.11 All features, layers and deposits were issued with unique context numbers. Each 
feature was individually documented on context sheets, and hand-drawn in section. 
Written descriptions were recorded on pro-forma sheets comprising factual data and 
interpretative elements. 

2.2.12 Metal detector searches took place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced 
metal detector user. Excavated areas were detected immediately before and after 
mechanical stripping. Both excavated areas and spoil heaps were checked. To prevent 
losses from night-hawking, features were metal detected immediately after stripping. 

2.2.13 Metal detectors were not set to discriminate against iron. 
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3 RESULTS 

3.1 Introduction and presentation of results 

3.1.1 The results of the evaluation are presented below, and include a stratigraphic 
description of the trenches which contained archaeological remains. Four trenches 
were devoid of archaeology and are not discussed further. These were Trenches 106, 
108, 110 and 111. The full detail of all trenches with depths of topsoil and subsoil are 
tabulated in Appendix A. Detail of all contexts recorded during this evaluation can be 
found in Appendix B. Finds and environmental reports are presented in Appendices C 
and D.  

3.1.2 Archaeological remains present within trenches are discussed in order of their location 
within the trench, from north to south and from west to east, taking into account their 
stratigraphic relationship.  

3.2 General soils and ground conditions 

3.2.1 The soil sequence between all trenches was fairly uniform. The natural geology of light 
whitish yellow sand was overlain by a mid brownish red silty sand subsoil (2), which in 
turn was overlain by dark grey silty sand ploughsoil (1). 

3.2.2 Ground conditions throughout the evaluation were generally good, and the trenches 
remained dry throughout. Archaeological features, where present, were easy to 
identify against the underlying natural geology. The quality of site photography was 
affected by bright, sunny conditions.  

3.3 General distribution of archaeological deposits 

3.3.1 Two areas of trial trenching were identified by the WSI (Fig 4). The two areas were 
divided by a north to south aligned trackway – identified as Long Drove. The first area 
was located to the north of the initial development area and west of the trackway. The 
second area was located to the east of the initial area of development and east of the 
trackway. This area was divided by a line of overhead cables which separated Trenches 
107 to 111 from Trenches 112 through to 117.  

3.3.2 Archaeological features were distributed across fourteen trenches. They were 
concentrated in two zones; one in the field north of the initial development area, and 
the other in the southern part of the evaluated area. 

3.4 Trenches to the north of the initial development area 

3.4.1 In total, seven trenches were excavated in this area; six of these trenches uncovered 
evidence of previous activity at the site. 

Trench 100 (Fig. 5) 

3.4.2 Trench 100 was located in the north-west corner of the evaluated area.  It was 
orientated on a north to south alignment. Two features were excavated within this 
trench. 

3.4.3 Post hole 117 was located in the middle of the trench, towards its eastern edge. It was 
circular in plan and had moderately sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 
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0.23m in diameter and was 0.08m deep. It was filled by a single deposit (118) of dark 
greyish brown silty sand. No finds were recovered from this feature. The 
environmental sample from this feature contained rare charcoal flecks (Appendix D3).  

3.4.4 The second feature uncovered by this trench was ditch 115, which was exposed within 
the southern half of Trench 100. The ditch was aligned from north north-west to south 
south-east. It was had moderately sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 
0.38m in breadth and 0.16m in depth (Fig. 10, Section 49). The ditch was filled by a 
single deposit (116) of mid reddish brown sand. No finds were recovered from this 
feature.  

Trench 101 (Fig. 5) 

3.4.5 Trench 101 was located to the east of Trench 100. It was aligned from west to east. In 
total four features were uncovered by this trench.  

3.4.6 Ditch terminus or pit 112 was located within the western half of the trench. It was 
orientated on a north-east to south-west alignment. The ditch measured 0.84m in 
width and 0.40m in depth. It had steep sides and a concave base. It was filled by two 
deposits. The basal fill (113) consisted of mid brownish yellow silty sand. This was 
overlaid by fill (114) of mid brownish red silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from 
this feature. 

3.4.7 Ditch 110 was located directly to the east of ditch 112. It was aligned from north to 
south. The ditch was 0.92m wide and 0.38m deep. It had steep sides and a concave 
base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (111) of mid brownish red silty sand. No 
artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.4.8 Boundary ditch 108 was located c. 13m east of ditch 110. It was positioned on north 
to south alignment, and measured 1.68m in breadth and 0.54m in depth. It had steep 
sides and a concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (109) of mid brownish red 
silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

3.4.9 A shallow ditch 106 was located towards the eastern end of this trench. This ditch was 
also aligned from north to south. It had steep sides and a concave base. It measured 
0.42m in width and was 0.22m deep. It was filled by a single deposit (107) of mid 
brownish red silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

Trench 102 (Fig. 5) 

3.4.10 Trench 102 was located east of Trench 101. It was orientated on a north-west to south-
east alignment. A single feature was recorded in this trench. Ditch 104 was located in 
the middle of the trench. It was aligned from west to east. It measured 1.86m in 
breadth and was up to 0.42m deep (Fig. 10, Section 44). It was filled by a single deposit 
(105) of mid brownish red silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 
However, the results of geophysical survey at the site suggested that this feature 
formed part of an enclosure also recorded in Trench 104 with ditch 81 (Fig. 9).  

Trench 103 (Fig. 5) 

3.4.11 Trench 103 was located to the north-east of Trench 102. It was designed to target to 
possible features recognised by geophysical survey. It was orientated on a north-east 
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to south-west alignment. In total, two archaeological features were recognised within 
this trench. In addition, a natural deposit of gravels was located to the south of ditch 
102. It corresponded to one of the anomalies identified by the geophysics (Fig. 9). 

3.4.12 Ditch 96 was located in the north-eastern end of the trench. It measured 2.03m in 
width and was 0.78m deep (Fig. 10, Section 42; Plate 1). The ditch was aligned from 
north-west to south-east. It had steep sides and a flat base. It was filled by five 
separate deposits. The basal fill (97) consisted of mid brownish yellow sand. It was 
overlaid by fill (98) of mid brownish red silty sand. No environmental remains were 
recovered from a sample of this fill. The third fill (99) consisted of mid reddish brown 
sand. It was overlaid by a narrow band of dark brownish red sand (100). A fragment of 
charred tuber was recovered from the environmental sample of this fill. The final 
uppermost fill (101) of this feature consisted of mid reddish brown sand. No 
environmental remains were recovered from a sample of this fill. The location of the 
ditch corresponded to the location of a sub-circular anomaly recognised by the 
geophysical survey (Fig. 9). No finds were recovered from this feature. 

3.4.13 Ditch 102 was located to the south of ditch 96 and was aligned on the north-west to 
south-east axis. It was 0.70m wide and 0.26m deep. It had steep sides and a flat base. 
It was filled by a single deposit (103) of mid brownish red silty sand. The ditch was cut 
into the subsoil deposit. No artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

Trench 104 (Fig. 5) 

3.4.14 Trench 104 was located to the east of Trenches 103 and 102. It was aligned from north 
to south. In total, two features were recognised within this trench.   

3.4.15 Pit 79 was located towards the northern end of the trench. It was sub-circular in plan, 
with steep sides and a concave base. The pit was 0.88m long, 0.55m wide and 
measured up to 0.32m in depth. It was filled by a single deposit (80) of mid brown 
sand, which was characterised by rare flecks of charcoal. No artefacts were recovered 
from this feature. 

3.4.16 Ditch 81 was uncovered in the southern half of Trench 104. The ditch was orientated 
west to east, before turning south at a right angle to a north to south alignment. It 
measured between 0.70m (north to south) to 1.70m (west to east) in width and was 
up to 0.48m deep (Plate 2). This linear feature had steep sides and a V-shaped base. 
The ditch was filled by two deposits. The basal fill (83) consisted of mid yellowish 
brown sand. It was overlaid by deposit (82) of mid reddish brown sand with occasional 
charcoal flecks. No environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill 
(Appendix D3). In total, fifteen Early Roman pottery sherds (0.333 kg) and six Late Iron 
Age sherds (0.166 kg) were recovered from fill (82) and a single sherd of Late Iron Age 
pottery (0.008 kg; Appendix C2) was recovered from the basal fill (83). 

Trench 105 (Fig. 5; Plate 3) 

3.4.17 Trench 105 was located to the east of Trench 104. It was positioned on a north-east to 
south-west orientation. In total, five archaeological features and a single natural 
feature were uncovered by this trench. 
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3.4.18 Ditch 84 was located towards the north-east end of the trench. It was curvilinear in 
plan, with steep sides and a flat base. It was aligned on a roughly west to east 
alignment. This ditch measured 0.58m in breadth and 0.14 in depth (Fig. 10, Section 
38). It was filled by a single deposit (85) of mid reddish brown silty sand. A single 
fragment of cattle bone (0.214 kg, Appendix D1) was recovered from this fill. No 
environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill (Appendix D3). 
Ditch 84 was cut to the north by gully 86. 

3.4.19 Gully 86 truncated ditch 84 to the north. It was aligned from north north-west to south 
south-east. It was 0.44m wide and 0.14m deep (Fig. 10, Section 38). It had steep sides 
and a concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (87) of mid greyish brown silty 
sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.4.20 Ditch terminus or pit 88 was located to the south-east of ditch 84 and it continued 
underneath the eastern limit of the trench. This feature had vertical sides and a flat 
base. Only 0.80m of this feature was exposed. It was 1.1m wide and 0.38m deep (Plate 
4). It was filled by a single deposit (89) of dark yellowish grey silty sand. No artefacts 
were recovered from this feature. 

3.4.21 Possible post pit 90 was located to the west of ditch terminus/pit 88. This pit was sub-
square in plan with very steep sides and a flat base. It measured 1m in length, 0.96m 
in width and was 0.28m deep (Fig. 10, Section 40; Plate 4). It was filled by a single 
deposit (91) of dark greyish brown silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this 
feature. No environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill 
(Appendix D3.) 

3.4.22 Ditch 94 was located towards the south-western end of the trench. It was orientated 
on a west to east axis. It was 1.16m wide and measured 0.36m in depth. It had steep 
sides and a concave base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (95) of mid greyish 
brown silty sand. Ditch 94 truncated natural feature 92 located to the north. A single, 
medieval to modern, horse shoe nail was recovered from this feature. No 
environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill (Appendix D3.) 

3.4.23 A single natural feature 92 was uncovered in this trench. It was positioned to the north 
of ditch 94, which also truncated this feature. It had steep sides and a concave base. It 
measured 0.68m in width and 0.28m in depth. It was filled by a single deposit (93) of 
mid brownish red silty sand. It was characterised by a concentration of small sub-
rounded stones at the base. No artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

3.5 Trenches to the east of the initial development area 

3.5.1 In total eleven trenches were located in this part of the site. The area was divided by 
a west to east orientated line of overhead cables. Trenches 107 to 111 were located 
north of the cables and were largely devoid of archaeology. Trenches 112 to 117 were 
located south of the cables and uncovered a significant area of activity on the site. it 
was not possible to investigate the area beneath the overhead cables.  

Trench 107 (Fig. 4) 
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3.5.2 Trench 107 was located in the north-west corner of the second investigated area. It 
was placed south-east of Trench 106. This trench was positioned on the north to south 
alignment. A single ditch was uncovered by this trench. 

3.5.3 Ditch 77 was located towards the southern end of the trench. It was orientated on a 
west to east axis. It measured 0.78m in width and was 0.12m deep. It had gently 
sloping sides and a concave base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (78) of mid 
yellowish red silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

Trench 109 (Fig. 4) 

3.5.4 Trench 109 was located south of Trench 107, along the western extent of the evaluated 
area. It was aligned from north-west to south-east. A single feature was uncovered by 
this trench. 

3.5.5 Ditch 72 was located in the north-west corner of Trench 109. It was orientated on a 
north to south alignment. The ditch had steep sides and a concave base. It measured 
1.66m in width and was up to 0.42m deep. It was filled by two deposits. The basal fill 
(73) consisted of mid reddish brown sand. It was overlaid by deposit (74) of dark 
greyish brown sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

Trench 112 (Fig. 6) 

3.5.6 Trench 112 was located south of Trench 109, along the western edge of the evaluated 
area. It was aligned from west to east. In total, two features were uncovered by this 
trench, a single post hole and a tree throw. 

3.5.7 Post hole 20 was located towards the centre of the trench in its eastern half. It was 
sub-circular in plan with vertical sides and a concave base. It measured 0.33m in 
length, 0.25m in breadth and was up to 0.18m deep. It was filled by a single deposit 
(21) of dark brownish grey silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 
No environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill (Appendix D3) 

3.5.8 Tree throw 18 was located east of post hole 20 and continued underneath the 
southern edge of the trench. It was amorphous in shape with steep sides and a 
concave base. It measured 0.76m in length, 0.78m in width and 0.18m in depth. It was 
filled by a single fill (19) of mid reddish yellow silty sand. This fill was characterised by 
frequent occurrence of medium sized sub-rounded stones. No artefacts were 
recovered from this feature.  

Trench 113 (Fig. 6; Plate 5) 

3.5.9 Trench 113 was located east of Trench 112 and west of Trench 114. It was positioned 
on the north-east to south-west alignment. In total, ten features were uncovered by 
this trench.  

3.5.10 Ditch 34 was located towards the northern half of the trench. It was orientated on a 
north to south axis. The ditch measured 0.45m in width and 0.25m in depth. It had 
steep sides and a V-shaped base. It was filled by a single deposit (35) of mid reddish 
brown silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.11 Ditch 60 was located to the south-west of ditch 34. It was curvilinear in plan and had 
gently sloping sides and a concave base. The ditch was orientated roughly north north-
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west to south south-east. It was 0.68m wide and 0.20m deep. The ditch was filled by 
a single deposit (61) of mid reddish brown silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from 
this feature. Ditch 60 was truncated to the north by ditch 62 and to the west by 
possible pit 64. 

3.5.12 Ditch 62 ran parallel to ditch 60. It measured 0.76m in breadth and was 0.24m deep. 
It had steep sides and a concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (63) of mid 
yellowish brown silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. Ditch 62 
was truncated to the west by a possible pit 64. It was also found to truncate ditch 60 
to the south.  

3.5.13 Possible pit 64 was located on the north-western edge of the trench and continued 
beyond its limit. This possible pit was sub-circular in plan and had steep sides and a 
concave base. It was 0.62m long, 1m wide and was up to 0.34m deep. This possible pit 
was filled by a single deposit (65) of mid brownish red silty sand. No artefacts were 
recovered from this feature. Possible pit 64 was found to truncate both ditches 60 and 
62 to the east.  

3.5.14 Pit 36 was located to the south of features 60, 62 and 64. It was sub-circular in shape 
with steep sides and a flat base. This pit measured 1.27m in length, 0.58m in width 
and was up to 0.50m deep (Fig. 10, Section 25; Plate 6). It was filled by a single deposit 
(37) of mid greyish brown silty sand. No finds were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.15 Ditch 38 was found truncating pit 36 to the north. The ditch was aligned from north-
west to south east. It was 1.40m wide and 0.46m deep (Fig. 10, Section 25; Plate 6). It 
had steep sides and a concave base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (39) of mid 
brownish red silty sand. No artefacts were recovered from this fill. 

3.5.16 Ditch 40 was located south of pit 36, in the southern half of the trench. It was 
positioned on a west north-west to east south-east axis. The ditch had steep sides and 
a flat base. It measured 0.68m in width and was 0.22m deep (Fig. 10, Section 26). It 
was filled by a single deposit (41) of mid yellowish brown silty sand. The finds from the 
feature included a single sherd of Romano-British pottery (0.007kg; Appendix C2) and 
shell (0.002kg; Appendix D2). A small assemblage of mixed grain, including rye was 
recovered from the environmental sample of this fill. A small post hole (42) truncated 
this ditch along its southern edge. 

3.5.17 Post hole 42 was located on the southern edge of ditch 40, towards the north-western 
limit of the trench. It had vertical sides and a concave base. This post hole measured 
0.33m in length, 0.36m in breadth and was up to 0.26m deep (Fig. 10, Section 26). It 
was filled by a single deposit (43) of dark yellowish brown silty sand. No finds were 
recovered from this feature. 

3.5.18 Ditch 44 was located towards the southern end of the trench, and south of ditch 40. It 
was aligned on north north-west to south south-east axis. It had moderately sloping 
sides and a concave base. The ditch measured 0.88m in width and 0.20m in depth. It 
was filled by a single deposit (45) of mid yellowish brown silty sand. Two small sherds 
of Romano-British pottery (0.005 kg; Appendix C2) were recovered from this feature.  

3.5.19 Ditch 75 was located at the south-western end of the trench and south of ditch 44. It 
was orientated from north-west to south-east. It had moderately sloping sides and a 
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concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (76) of mid reddish brown silty sand. No 
artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

Trench 114 (Fig. 6) 

3.5.20 Trench 114 was located directly east of the north-eastern end of Trench 113, and north 
of Trench 117. It was positioned on a west to east alignment. In total, five features 
were recognised within this trench. They were all located along its southern limit. 

3.5.21 Pit 7 was located towards the western end of Trench 114. It continued beyond the limit 
of the trench. It was 0.84m long, 0.63m wide and up to 0.34m deep (Fig. 10, Section 
2). It was sub-circular in plan with steep sides and a flat base. It was filled by a single 
deposit (8) of mid grey sand with occasional charcoal flecks. In total, four sherds of 
Early Roman pottery (0.082kg; Appendix C2) and a single fragment of burnt stone 
displaying evidence of a sharpening groove (Appendix C3) were recovered from this 
feature. No environmental remains were recovered from the sample of this fill. 

3.5.22 Pit 13 was located east of pit 7, within the western half of Trench 114. The feature 
continued beyond the limit of the trench. It was sub-circular in shape, with gently 
sloping sides and a flat base. The pit was visible in the section of the trench and was 
truncated by the subsoil. It measured 3.09m in length, 1.39m in width and was 0.34m 
deep. It was filled by two deposits. The basal fill (15) of mid grey sand was overlaid by 
deposit (14) of dark brownish grey sand. A single sherd of Early Roman pottery (0.020 
kg; Appendix C2) was recovered from fill (15). Occasional unidentifiable cereal grains 
were recovered from the environmental sample of fill (15; Appendix D3). 

3.5.23 Pit 4 was located east of pit 13. It continued beyond the southern edge of the trench. 
This pit was sub-circular in plan with steep sides and a concave base. It was 1.60m 
long, 1m wide and up to 0.30m deep. It was filled by two deposits. The basal fill (5) of 
dark brownish grey sand was overlaid by deposit (6) of mid brownish grey sand. No 
artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

3.5.24 Pit 11 was located east of pit 4 towards the centre of Trench 114. It continued beyond 
the southern edge of the trench. Pit 11 was sub-circular in plan with gently sloping 
sides and a concave base. It was 0.66m long, 0.55m wide and up to 0.18m deep. It was 
filled by a single deposit (12) of mid reddish brown sand with rare charcoal flecks. No 
artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.25 Ditch 9 was located towards the eastern half of the trench, east of pit 11. It was aligned 
on a north to south axis. The ditch had gently sloping sides and a concave base. It 
measured 0.70m in breadth and 0.10m in depth. It was filled by a single deposit (10) 
of dark brownish grey sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

Trench 115 (Fig. 6) 

3.5.26 Trench 115 was located along the western limit of the investigated area, south of 
Trench 112. It was aligned from north to south. In total, three features were excavated 
within this trench. 

3.5.27 Possible ditch 70 was uncovered towards the northern end of Trench 115. It was 
aligned on a west to east axis. This feature had moderately sloping sides and a concave 
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base. It was 0.83m wide and 0.23m deep. It was filled by a single deposit (71) of mid 
reddish brown sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.28 Ditch 68 was located in the southern half of Trench 115. It lay on a west to east 
alignment and 0.76m wide and up to 0.12m deep. It had gently sloping sides and an 
irregular base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (69) of mid reddish brown sand. 
No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.29 Ditch 66 was uncovered along the southern end of the trench. It was positioned on a 
north-east to south-west alignment. It measured 0.73m in width and was 0.21m deep 
(Fig. 10, Section 30). It had gently sloping sides and a concave base. The ditch was filled 
by a single deposit (67) of mid reddish brown sand. Half of a silver coin was recovered 
from this feature. It was a Danelaw imitation of Alfred (the Great) Two-line type penny 
(SF1, Plate 9; Appendix C1) dating to c. AD 880-900. A small assemblage of mixed grain, 
including rye was recovered from the environmental sample of this feature. 

Trench 116 (Fig. 6) 

3.5.30 Trench 116 was located east of Trench 115, and south-east of Trench 113. It was 
positioned on a north-east to south-west axis. It was parallel to Trench 113. In total, 
six features were investigated in this trench.  

3.5.31 Ditch 22 was located towards the north-eastern end of the trench. It was orientated 
on a north-west to south-east alignment. The ditch measured 2.30m in width and was 
up to 0.60m deep. It had steep sides and a concave base, with a step along its north-
eastern edge. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (23) of dark reddish brown sand. 
A single sherd of Early Roman pottery (0.042 kg; Appendix C2) was recovered from this 
feature. Occasional, unidentifiable cereal grains were recovered from the 
environmental sample of this fill (Appendix D3) 

3.5.32 Pit 48 was located south-west of ditch 22. It was amorphous in plan with steep sides 
and a concave base. It measured 1.30m in length, 0.50m in breadth and was 0.39m 
deep. It was filled by a single deposit (49) of mid brownish red sand. No artefacts were 
recovered from this feature. 

3.5.33 Ring ditch 50 (52) was located south-west of pit 48. It was curvilinear in plan with steep 
sides and a concave base. This feature measured 7.90m across, was between 0.50 and 
0.90m wide and up to 0.24m deep (Fig. 10, Section 19; Plate 7). The visible part of this 
ring ditch was orientated north-west to south-east and turned west towards a west 
north-west to east south-east alignment. Ring ditch 50 was investigated in two slots, 
located on either side of the feature. It was filled by a single deposit (51=53) of mid 
reddish brown sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.34 Ditch 54 was located south-west of ring ditch 50. It was aligned west north-west to 
east south-east. The ditch was 0.80m wide and 0.20m deep. It had steep sides and a 
concave base. Ditch 54 was filled by a single deposit (55) of mid reddish brown sand. 
No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.35 Ditch 56 was located south of ditch 54, towards the south-western end of the trench. 
It measured 0.40m in width and 0.09m in depth. It was orientated on a north-west to 
south-east axis. It had gently sloping sides and a concave base. The ditch was filled by 
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a single deposit (57) of mid reddish brown sand. No artefacts were recovered from this 
feature. 

3.5.36 Ditch 58 was located south of ditch 56, at the south-western end of Trench 116. It was 
0.80m wide and 0.35m deep. It was aligned west to east. The ditch had steep sides 
and a concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (59) of mid reddish brown sand. 
No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

Trench 117 (Fig. 6; Plate 8) 

3.5.37 Trench 117 was located towards the eastern end of the evaluated area, east of 
Trench 116 and south of Trench 114. It was aligned from north to south. In total, six 
features were investigated in this trench.  

3.5.38 Ditch 16 was located towards the northern end of the trench. It was aligned from west 
to east and measured 1.44m in width and 0.44m in depth. It had moderately sloping 
sides and a concave base. It was filled by a single deposit (17) of mid reddish brown 
sand. No artefacts were recovered from this deposit. No environmental remains were 
recovered from the sample of this fill (Appendix D3) 

3.5.39 Possible beam slot 24 (26) was located south of ditch 16. It ran along the western edge 
of the trench, on a north to south axis. This possible beam slot was 2.90m long, 0.48m 
wide and up to 0.27m deep. It had moderately sloping sides and a concave base. Both 
termini of this feature were investigated. It was filled by a single deposit (25=27) of 
mid reddish brown sand. No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.40 Ditch 28 was located in the southern half of Trench 117. It was aligned from west to 
east. The ditch was 0.54m wide and 0.23m deep. It had moderately sloping sides and 
a concave base. The ditch was filled by a single deposit (29) of mid reddish brown sand. 
No artefacts were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.41 Ditch 30 was located south of ditch 28. It was positioned on a west to east alignment. 
The ditch was 0.47m wide and 0.23m deep. It had steep sides and a concave base. The 
ditch was filled by a single deposit (31) of mid reddish brown sand. No artefacts were 
recovered from this feature. 

3.5.42 Pit 46 was located south-east of ditch 30. It measured 1.14m in length, 1.27m and was 
up to 0.33m deep. It was amorphous in plan with gently sloping sides and an irregular 
base. The pit was filled by a single deposit (47) of light brownish red sand. No artefacts 
were recovered from this feature. 

3.5.43 Pit 32 was located directly south-west of pit 46. It was sub-circular in plan with steep 
sides and a flat base. The pit was 1.24m long, 0.55m wide and 0.26m deep. It was filled 
by a single deposit (33) of mid reddish brown sand with occasional charcoal flecks. No 
artefacts were recovered from this feature.  

3.6 Finds summary 

3.6.1 A small number of artefacts were recovered during the evaluation of the site, most of 
which derived from Trenches 104, 113, 114, 115 and 116. 

3.6.2 Metal objects were recovered from Trenches 100, 101, 105, and 115, recovered 
predominantly during the metal detecting survey of the trench topsoil. The most 
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notable find was a silver half of a Danish copy of Anglo-Saxon coin of Alfred the Great 
(AD 886-899) recovered from the fill of ditch 66, Trench 115. In addition, six buttons, 
two of which were the standard WW2 British battle dress buttons, were recovered 
during the survey. Their presence on site may indicate some sort of activity, perhaps 
by the Home Guard between 1939 and 1945, linked to searchlight battery. 

3.6.3 In general, pottery was extremely rare, totalling 31 sherds (0.663kg). The assemblage 
was recovered from five features: ditch 81, Trench 104, ditches 40 and 44, Trench 113, 
pit 7, Trench 114 and ditch 22, Trench 116. The pottery included in both handmade 
and wheel made forms, which although belonging to different ceramic traditions are 
probably contemporary and date to the mid-1st century AD. 

3.6.4 A total of 1.120kg non-building stone was recovered from pit 7, Trench 114 and from 
topsoil in Trench 101. The example from the topsoil may have been roughly worked 
and used as a rubbing stone. The stone from pit 7 was possibly used as a hearthstone 
and later as a grinding or sharpening surface.  

3.6.5 A single flint was recovered from the site. 

3.7 Environmental summary 

A.1.1 Fifteen bulk samples were taken from features within Trenches 100, 103, 104, 105, 
112, 113, 114, 115, 116 and 117. Moderate amounts of cereal grains have been 
preserved by carbonisation (charring) and include rye (Secale cereale), barley 
(Hordeum vulgare) and oats (Avena sp.). They occur in Trenches 113, 114, 115 and 
117. 

3.7.1 A very small assemblage of faunal remains was recovered from the site. This includes 
oyster shell (0.002kg) recovered from ditch 40, Trench 113. And a single fragment of 
identifiable animal bone (0.214g) from ditch 84, Trench 105. 
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4 DISCUSSION 

4.1 Evaluation objectives and results 

4.1.1 The evaluation aimed to provide additional information in regards to the proposed 
development area to the west of Grandcourt Farm in East Winch. The previous 
evaluation at the site completed by NPS Archaeology (Ames 2014) uncovered a series 
of ditches probably forming multiple phases of field division system. This evaluation 
project targeted several features identified by aerial photography and geophysical 
surveys, especially the enclosure ditches and the ring ditch in the field north of the 
initial development area, and boundary ditches in the area to the east of the initially 
proposed development area (Fig. 7, Fig. 8 and Fig. 9). 

4.1.2 The evaluation at the site has revealed a range of archaeological features, including 
ditches, gullies, pit and postholes. In total, features were revealed in over three 
quarters of trenches (14 out of 18), though the vast majority did not register in the 
geophysical results. The only features positively detected by the survey were large 
boundary and enclosure ditches as well as a possible ring ditch in Trench 103.  Features 
which were uncovered by the current evaluation project largely confirmed the results 
of aerial photography and geophysical surveys and added several smaller sub-division 
ditches. 

4.1.3 In general, most archaeological features were relatively slight, with few larger 
examples. Typically, most features were small in dimensions and contained simple, 
single fills of mid brownish red silty sand. Feature definition was clear within trenches. 
Although features were difficult to observe during machining, due to the bright sun 
conditions, the overcast periods compensated for it. 

4.1.4 Most excavated features were devoid of finds or even charcoal. Results are considered 
reliable and the finds assemblage from the site is small. The majority of metalwork 
was roughly recognised as characteristic of the medieval to modern era and was 
largely recovered from topsoil in Trenches 100, 101, 105, and 115. 

Field to the north  

4.1.5 The first area of significant archaeological activity was defined by a group of linear and 
discrete archaeological features exposed across Trenches 100 – 105, located toward 
the north-western part of the evaluated area.  

4.1.6 Trenches 100 and 101 exposed a number of small linear features orientated from north 
to south. Trenches 102 and 104 confirmed the presence of the rectangular enclosure 
recognised by the geophysical survey. Ditches associated with this feature, ditch 104 
in Trench 102 and ditch 81 in Trench 104, were significant in size and measured up to 
0.48m in depth. Pottery recovered from fills (82) and (83) of ditch 81 was dated to the 
late Iron Age/ Early Roman period. 

4.1.7 Trench 103 targeted the location of a possible ring ditch and a trackway, both 
recognised by the geophysical survey.  Ditch 96 was recognised at the north-east end 
of the trench and is suggestive of the existence of the ring ditch in this area. However, 
the exposed sample – 2.1m – was too small to establish if the ditch was curvilinear. 
Ditch 96 survived to a depth of 0.78m. This feature remains undated as no finds were 
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recovered from its deposits. The trackway was not recognised on site. Instead, a wide, 
natural vein of gravels was uncovered following the line of the feature recognised by 
the survey.   

4.1.8 Trench 105 was of special interest. In addition to uncovering a series of ditches, several 
larger features were also identified: pit/post pit 90 and a possible post pit 88 were 
located alongside small ditch 84 which produced a single fragment of bone (Plate 4). 
These features might be suggestive of a possible building in the vicinity of this trench.  

4.1.9 The only possible archaeological evidence of the Second World War searchlight station 
was ditch 94, Trench 105, which was aligned with the northern boundary of the 
searchlight station recognised by the aerial photography (Fig. 7, Fig. 8). Further, 
tantalising evidence of the Second World War activity at the site are the two brass dish 
buttons SF 10 and 11 (Appendix C1) that were standard WW2 British battle dress 
buttons, possibly belonging to members of the Home Guard. 

Field to the west  

4.1.10 Trenches 107 and 109 each uncovered a single ditch. These features are suggestive of 
a north-south and east-west aligned field system running parallel to the trackway 
located in the middle of the site.  

4.1.11 The second concentration of activity was recognised towards the south-eastern part 
of the evaluated area. The area was characterised by significant number of linear 
features.  Boundary ditch 38 located in Trench 113 was also excavated as ditch 22 in 
Trench 116. A small curvilinear ditch 50 was located south-west of this boundary. The 
geophysical data suggests it to be a boundary or field division ditch rather than a ring 
ditch. A possible ring ditch might be represented by ditches 40 and 44 in Trench 113; 
however, the relationship between these two features was not uncovered during the 
evaluation. The archaeological remains uncovered in Trenches 113, 115, 116 and 117 
were suggestive of a possible small rural settlement.  

4.1.12 Environmental samples taken from this area all contained small assemblages of mixed 
grain, including rye – which was recognised in samples from ditches 40, Trench 113 
and 66, Trench 115 (Appendix D3). The presence of rye suggests these ditches might 
be Anglo-Saxon in date. This interpretation is supported by the Danelaw imitation of 
an Alfred (the Great) silver penny (SF1, Appendix C1), which was recovered from ditch 
66.  

4.1.13 The small pottery assemblage recovered from this area was Early Roman and Romano-
British in date (Appendix C2). Although the presence of Early Roman pottery within 
the fill of ditch 40 might be residual, it does suggest at least two periods of occupation 
at the site. In addition, Early Roman pottery was recovered from boundary ditch 22, 
Trench 116.  

4.2 Significance 

4.2.1 Although this evaluation was quite limited in area, its main aim was to supplement the 
results of archaeological evaluation completed by NPS Archaeology in 2011 (Ames 
2014).  
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4.2.2 At the local level the evidence from the site has a potential to expand our knowledge 
of the changes in settlement pattern within the East Winch area. The medieval focus 
for East Winch was likely to have been concentrated around All Saints’ church located 
to the south-east of the site. The present day settlement lies to the east of the site and 
may suggest a settlement shift.  

4.2.3 With regard to the regional research framework, further evidence from the site may 
expand understanding of the Iron Age/Roman field system and its relationship with 
earlier systems and settlement, as well as expanding our knowledge of Saxon 
settlement, landscape and economy in this locality.  
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APPENDIX A TOPSOIL AND SUBSOIL DIMENSIONS 
 

Trench number Max. Topsoil depth (m) Max. Subsoil depth (m) 

100 0.38 0.21 

101 0.34 0.20 

102 0.38 0.24 

103 0.36 0.12 

104 0.38 0.41 

105 0.38 0.24 

106 0.34 0.25 

107 0.35 0.26 

108 0.28 0.30 

109 0.60 0.20 

110 0.32 0.18 

111 0.34 0.24 

112 0.32 0.25 

113 0.35 0.30 

114 0.30 0.25 

115 0.43 0.24 

116 0.40 0.25 

117 0.36 0.41 
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APPENDIX B CONTEXT INVENTORY 
Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

1    layer topsoil 0  0.34 dark grey silty sand friable 

2    layer subsoil 0  0.2 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand friable 

3     layer natural 0   light yellowish 
orange 

sand soft 

4 4 114 cut pit 1.6 1 0.3       

5 4 114 fill pit 0 0.76 0.21 
dark brownish 
grey 

sand soft 

6 4 114 fill pit 1.6 1 0.08 
mid brownish 
grey 

sand soft 

7 7 114 cut pit 0.84 0.63 0.34       

8 7 114 fill pit 0.84 0.63 0.34 mid grey sand soft 

9 9 114 cut ditch 0 0.7 0.1       

10 9 114 fill ditch 0 0.7 0.1 
dark brownish 
grey 

sand soft 

11 11 114 cut pit 0.66 0.56 0.18       
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

12 11 114 fill pit 0.66 0.56 0.18 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

13 13 114 cut pit 3.09 1.39 0.34       

14 13 114 fill pit 3.09 0.78 0.34 
dark brownish 
grey 

sand soft 

15 13 114 fill pit 0.72 0.65 0.19 mid grey sand soft 

16 16 117 cut ditch 0 1.44 0.44       

17 16 117 fill ditch 0 1.44 0.44 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

18 18 112 cut natural 0.76 0.78 0.18       

19 18 112 fill natural 0.76 0.78 0.18 
mid reddish 
yellow 

silty sand soft 

20 20 112 cut post hole 0.33 0.25 0.18       

21 20 112 fill post hole 0.33 0.25 0.18 
dark brownish 
grey 

silty sand soft 

22 22 116 cut ditch 0 2.3 0.6       

23 22 116 fill ditch 0 2.3 0.6 
dark reddish 
brown 

sand loose 

24 24 117 cut beam slot 0 0.46 0.27       
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

25 24 117 fill beam slot 0 0.46 0.27 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

26 26 117 cut beam slot 0 0.48 0.1       

27 26 117 fill beam slot 0 0.48 0.1 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

28 28 117 cut ditch 0 0.54 0.23       

29 28 117 fill ditch 0 0.54 0.23 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

30 30 117 cut ditch 0 0.47 0.23       

31 30 117 fill ditch 0 0.47 0.23 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

32 32 117 cut pit 1.24 0.55 0.26       

33 32 117 fill pit 1.24 0.55 0.26 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

34 34 113 cut ditch 0 0.45 0.25       

35 34 113 fill ditch 0 0.45 0.25 
mid reddish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

36 36 113 cut pit 1.27 0.58 0.5       
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

37 36 113 fill pit 1.27 0.58 0.5 
mid greyish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

38 38 113 cut ditch 0 1.4 0.46       

39 38 113 fill ditch 0 1.4 0.46 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

40 40 113 cut ditch 0 0.68 0.22       

41 40 113 fill ditch 0 0.68 0.22 
mid yellowish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

42 42 113 cut post hole 0.33 0.36 0.26       

43 42 113 fill post hole 0.33 0.36 0.26 
dark yellowish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

44 44 113 cut ditch 0 0.88 0.2       

45 44 113 fill ditch 0 0.88 0.2 
mid yellowish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

46 46 117 cut pit 1.14 1.27 0.33       

47 46 117 fill pit 1.14 1.27 0.33 
light brownish 
red 

sand soft 

48 48 116 cut pit 1.3 0.5 0.39       
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

49 48 116 fill pit 1.3 0.5 0.39 
mid brownish 
red 

sand loose 

50 50 116 cut ditch 0 0.5 0.09       

51 50 116 fill ditch 0 0.5 0.09 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

52 52 116 cut ditch 0 0.9 0.24       

53 52 116 fill ditch 0 0.9 0.24 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

54 54 116 cut ditch 0 0.8 0.2       

55 54 116 fill ditch 0 0.8 0.2 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

56 56 116 cut ditch 0 0.4 0.09       

57 56 116 fill ditch 0 0.4 0.09 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

58 58 116 cut ditch 0 0.8 0.35       

59 58 116 fill ditch 0 0.8 0.35 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

60 60 113 cut ditch 0 0.68 0.2       

61 60 113 fill ditch 0 0.68 0.2 
mid reddish 
brown 

silty sand soft 
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

62 62 113 cut ditch 0 0.76 0.24       

63 62 113 fill ditch 0 0.76 0.24 
mid yellowish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

64 64 113 cut pit 0.62 1.1 0.34       

65 64 113 fill pit 0.62 1.1 0.34 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

66 66 115 cut ditch 0 0.73 0.21       

67 66 115 fill ditch 0 0.73 0.21 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

68 68 115 cut ditch 0 0.76 0.12       

69 68 115 fill ditch 0 0.76 0.12 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

70 70 115 cut ditch 0 0.83 0.23       

71 70 115 fill ditch 0 0.83 0.23 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

72 72 109 cut ditch 0 1.66 0.42       

73 72 109 fill ditch 0 0.69 0.42 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand loose 

74 72 109 fill ditch 0 1.3 0.4 
dark greyish 
brown 

sand loose 
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

75 75 113 cut ditch  0.9 0.2       

76 75 113 fill ditch 0 0.9 0.2 
mid reddish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

77 77 107 cut ditch 0 0.78 0.12       

78 77 107 fill ditch 0 0.78 0.12 
mid yellowish 
red 

silty sand soft 

79 79 104 cut pit 0.88 0.55 0.32       

80 79 104 fill pit 0.88 0.55 0.32 mid brown sand soft 

81 81 104 cut ditch 0 1.7 0.48       

82 0 104 fill ditch 0 0.42 0.32 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

83 81 104 fill ditch 0 0.24 0.18 
mid yellowish 
brown 

sand soft 

84 84 105 cut ditch 0 0.58 0.14       

85 84 105 fill ditch 0 0.58 0.14 
mid reddish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

86 86 105 cut gully 0 0.44 0.14       

87 86 105 fill gully 0 0.44 0.14 
mid greyish 
brown 

silty sand soft 



  
 

Grandcourt Quarry, East Winch, Norfolk  v.2 

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 27 21 January 2019 

 

Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

88 88 105 cut ditch/ post pit 0.8 1.1 0.38       

89 88 105 fill ditch/ post pit 0.8 1.1 0.38 
dark yellowish 
grey 

silty sand soft 

90 90 105 cut pit/ post pit 1 0.96 0.28       

91 90 105 fill pit/ post pit 1 0.96 0.28 
dark greyish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

92 92 105 cut natural 0 0.68 0.28       

93 92 105 fill natural 0 0.68 0.28 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

94 94 105 cut ditch 0 1.16 0.36       

95 94 105 fill ditch 0 1.16 0.36 
mid greyish 
brown 

silty sand soft 

96 96 103 cut ditch 0 2.03 0.79       

97 96 103 fill ditch 0 0.64 0.14 
mid brownish 
yellow 

sand loose 

98 96 103 fill ditch 0 0.52 0.16 
mid brownish 
red 

loamy sand soft 
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

99 96 103 fill ditch 0 1 0.17 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

100 96 103 fill ditch 0 0.5 0.08 
dark brownish 
red 

sand soft 

101 96 103 fill ditch 0 2.03 0.48 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand single 

102 102 103 cut gully  0.7 0.26       

103 102 103 fill gully 0 0.7 0.26 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

104 104 102 cut ditch 0 1.86 0.42       

105 104 102 fill ditch 0 1.86 0.42 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

106 106 101 cut ditch 0 0.42 0.22       

107 106 101 fill ditch 0 0.42 0.22 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

108 108 101 cut ditch 0 1.68 0.54       

109 108 101 fill ditch 0 1.68 0.54 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

110 110 101 cut ditch 0 0.92 0.38       
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Context Cut Trench Category Feature Type Length Breadth Depth Colour Fine component Compaction 

111 110 101 fill ditch 0 0.92 0.38 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

112 112 101 cut ditch 0 0.84 0.4       

113 112 101 fill ditch 0 0.44 0.16 
mid brownish 
yellow 

silty sand soft 

114 112 101 fill ditch 0 0.84 0.24 
mid brownish 
red 

silty sand soft 

115 115 100 cut ditch 0 0.38 0.16       

116 115 100 fill ditch 0 0.38 0.16 
mid reddish 
brown 

sand soft 

117 117 100 cut post hole 0.23 0.23 0.08       

118 117 100 fill post hole 0.23 0.23 0.16 
dark greyish 
brown 

silty sand soft 
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APPENDIX C FINDS REPORTS 

C.1 Metalwork 

By Deni Sami  

Factual Data  

C.1.1 Fourteen metal artefacts were recovered from top-soil and archaeological features. 
These are: one silver coin, six copper-alloy (CuA) artefacts and six iron (Fe) objects 
(Table 1). The majority of the artefacts was found by metal detecting the top and the 
sub-soil, while only two objects were recovered from archaeological features (Table 2) 

Metal Count of 
Artefacts 

Ag (silver) 1 

CuA (copper-alloy) 6 

Fe (iron) 6 

Total 13 

Table 1 Quantity of finds by metal. 

 
Contexts Count of Artefact 

1 10 

2 1 

67 1 

95 1 

Grand Total 13 

Table 2 Quantity of finds by context. 

C.1.2 Finds can be divided into dress accessories, household, economy and trade, horse 
equipment and building construction (Table 3). 

C.1.3 With the exclusion of Middle-Saxon silver coin SF 1, the metalwork assemblage can be 
broadly dated to the medieval and modern periods. 

Row Labels Count of Material 

button 6 

coin 1 

horse shoe 1 

nail 4 

ring 1 

spur 1 

thimble 1 

Grand Total 13 
Table 3 Quantity of finds by artefact. 

Dress accessories  

C.1.4 Large button SF 13 was probably used to fasten or decorate a coat. Of late 19th or early 
20th century date is the livery button with UK royal crest (SF9). Brass dish buttons SF 
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10 and 11 are the standard WW2 British battle dress buttons and their presence on 
site may indicate some sort of activity, perhaps by the Home Guard, between 1939 
and 1945. 

Household  

C.1.5 A modern CuA thimble is the only artefact suggesting domestic activity on site. 

Economy and trade  

C.1.6 The half silver penny SF 1 (Plate 9) is a Danelaw imitation of Alfred Two-line type (North 
1994, 475/1), probably struck in East-Anglian and dating to the period from c.880 to 
900. These coins, although not rare, are quite uncommon finds to be recovered from 
archaeological features. A similar coin was recorded by the Portable Antiquities 
Scheme (PAS) from King's Lynn (NMS-BA5CD3). 

Horse equipment  

C.1.7 The larger group of finds is represented by modern horse equipment such as horse 
shoe and nails, possibly lost during ploughing. 

Statement of potential  

C.1.8 The metalwork from Grandcourt Quarry is inconsistent and mostly recovered from 
top- or sub-soil and it has a low potential in informing about the archaeology of the 
site. No specific concentration of finds were identified. 

C.1.9 A photograph should be taken of coin SF 1 

C.1.10 No further work is needed on this assemblage. 

Methods statement  

C.1.11 North (1994) and the PAS data base were used as main reference for coin SF 1. 

C.1.12 The catalogue is organised by SF number. Measurements such as length (L), width (W), 
thickness (Th), diameter (D), height (H) are in millimetres and weight (Wg) in grams. A 
description of the objects, the context and feature of provenance, as well as a 
suggested chronology is provided in the below catalogue.  

Catalogue  

SF C
o
nt 

Cut Tr Fea
t 

Art Con Description L W Th D Wg Spot 
date 

1 67 66 115 ditc
h 

coin inco
mplet
e 

Half of a silver penny, 
Danelaw imitation of 
Alfred Two-line type, 
probably East-
Anglian, obv: [EL F]R 
ED R[E] around cross 
pattee, reverse 
garbled version of 

   19.
5 

0.3
7 

MSA
X 
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BED […]. Mint and 
moneyer unknown. 

Table 4 Catalogue of silver artefact. SF=small find; Cont = context; Feat = feature; Art = artefact; Con = condition; L = length; 
W = width; Th = thickness; D = diameter; Wg = weight. 

 
SF C

o
nt 

Tr Fea
t 

Art Cond Description L W Th Dia
m 

Wg Spot 
date 

8 1 n/a top-
soil 

thi
mbl
e 

comp
lete 

Thickened very 
narrow rim with D 
cross-section. Parallel 
lines of circular 
indentations are 
arranged on the side 
and top of the 
thimble 

19 
  

14 
 

MOD 

9 1 n/a top-
soil 

butt
on 

comp
lete 

A livery button with 
royal UK crest 

  
8 24 

 
MOD 

10 1 100 top-
soil 

butt
on 

comp
lete 

A circular machine 
made British 
battledress dish 
button with four 
holes. On the 
reverse: BUTTONS 
LTD B'HAM 

  0.
8 

17 
 

MOD 

11 1 n/a top-
soil 

butt
on 

comp
lete 

Three circular 
machine made British 
battledress dish 
button with four 
holes. On the 
reverse: BUTTONS 
LTD B'HAM 

  0.
8 

17 
 

MOD 

12 1 n/a top-
soil 

ring comp
lete 

A cast ring with sub-
oval cross-section 
heavily worn on one 
side. Possibly a ring 
strap end 

 2.
5 

1.
5 

24 
 

MOD 

13 1 101 top-
soil 

butt
on 

inco
mplet
e 

Large flat disc with a 
conical boss 
protruding  and 
ending in a broken 
loop on the reverse 

 
 

1 31 
 

MOD 

Table 5 Catalogue of CuA artefacts. 

 
SF C

o
nt 

Cut  Tr Fea
t 

Art Cond Description L W T Dia
m 

Wg Spot 
date 

2 95 94 105 ditc
h 

nail inco
mplet
e 

A horse shoe nail 
with tapering stem, 
square cross-section 
and flat square head 

33 5 
   

ME
D-
MO
D 

3 1 n/a 101 top-
soil 

nail inco
mplet
e 

A horse shoe nail 
with tapering stem, 
square cross-section 
and flat square head 

24 5 
   

ME
D-
MO
D 
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4 1 n/a n/a top-
soil 

hor
se 
sho
e 

inco
mplet
e 

A fragment of large 
horse shoe with flat 
heel and central 
groove through the 
branch 

12
6 

34 9 
  

MO
D 

5 1 n/a n/a top-
soil 

nail comp
lete 

Tapering stem with 
square cross-section 
and sub-square flat 
head 

68 6 
   

ME
D-
MO
D 

6 2 n/a 100 sub-
soil 

nail comp
lete 

Long tapering stem 
with square cross-
section and sub-
circular convex head 

11
9 

7 
   

MO
D 

7 1 n/a n/a top-
soil 

spu
r 

inco
mplet
e 

Hand forged prick 
spur with D cross-
section arms with 
inner face flat.  A 
pyramidal goad 
protrudes from the 
heel 

76 14 4 
  

ME
D-
MO
D 

Table 6 Catalogue of Fe artefacts. 

C.2 Pottery 

By Alice Lyons  

Introduction  

C.2.1 A total of 31 sherds, weighing 663g, of Late Iron Age, Early Roman and Roman-British
 pottery was recovered during trial trenching at East Winch, Norfolk. The pottery was
 found within four trenches, from ditches and pits (Table 7). 

 

Trench Feature Sherd count Weight (g) 

104 Ditch 81 22 507 

113 Ditch 40 1 7 

Ditch 44 2 5 

114 Pit 7 4 82 

Pit 13 1 20 

116 Ditch 22 1 42 

Total  31 663 

Table 7 The pottery quantified by Trench and feature type 

C.2.2 A minimum of 12 vessels were found and none of the pottery was deliberately placed 
 or recovered in a complete condition. Moderate post-depositional disturbance means 
 the pottery, although fragmentary, had survived quite well with an average sherd 
 weight of 21g. Light abrasion has allowed soot residues to survive on the external
 surfaces of the pottery. 

The Pottery  
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C.2.3 All the fragmentary vessels found are manufactured in reduced coarse ware fabrics. It
 is worth noting that no fine wares, specialist vessels or adapted vessels were found. 

C.2.4 The pottery was identified in both handmade (Late Iron Age type) and wheel made
 (Early Roman type) forms, which although belonging to different ceramic traditions
 are probably contemporary and date to from the mid-1st century AD (around the
 period of the Roman conquest AD43). A few sherds of Romano-British pottery were
 also found. 

Ceramic era Handmade or 
wheel made 

Fabric Vessel form Sherd count Weight (g) Weight (%) 

Late Iron Age Hand made Sandy grey ware  7 174 26.24 

   Bowl 5 63  

   Storage jar 2 111  

Early Roman Wheel made Sandy grey ware  24 489 73.76 

   Carinated jar 1 4  

   Cordoned jar 14 329  

   Jar 6 54  

   Lid-seated jar 2 69  

   Storage jar 1 33  

Total    31 663 100.00 

Table 8 The pottery quantified by ceramic era, fabric and vessel form 

Late Iron Age-type pottery  

C.2.5 Two handmade sandy grey (reduced) ware vessels were found. A small plain rimmed
 bowl with a possible carination (Lyons 2000, 219, fig 6, 2), tempered with organic
 material that has burnt away during firing. Also retrieved are fragments from a large
 storage jar decorated with combed vertical lines and arcs. Both vessels were found
 (with wheel made material) in Trench 104, ditch 81, (82). 

Early Roman pottery  

C.2.6 Most of the assemblage comprises wheel made unsourced sandy grey wares, often
 with fine flint inclusions, typical of Early Roman utilitarian coarse ware production in
 the vicinity (Lyons 2000, 217). This fabric was used to produce a limited range of
 undecorated vessels including cordoned (Lyons 2000, 219, fig 6, 26 & 27), carinated
 and lid-seated jars.   

C.2.7 It should be noted, however, that most of these remains are all from one cordoned jar.
 The upper part of the vessel survived (it had a rim diameter of 18cm), with soot
 residues on its shoulder. The vessel was found with the handmade pottery in Trench
 104 (ditch 81, (82)). 

Romano-Brit ish pottery  

C.2.8 In addition, a small part of the sandy grey ware assemblage (3 sherds, 12g) is a darker
 fabric, with a gritter texture found as undiagnostic jar body sherds. These sherds were
 all recovered from Trench 113 (ditches 40 and 44). This pottery was almost certainly
 produced at East Winch during the mid-to-late Roman era (Peachey 2018).   
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Summary  

C.2.9 This assemblage is primarily Late Iron and Early Roman in date, with a small quantity
 of Romano-British material also found. The pottery is domestic and utilitarian in
 character and was used for the small-scale storage and heating of food. Its presence
 suggests a contemporary settlement was active close-by. As such it adds to the
 growing corpus of material from this site (Peachey 2014; Percival and Rogerson 2010)
 providing the opportunity to increase our understanding of ceramic, manufacture, use
 and deposition in West Norfolk at this time.   

Recommendations for further work  

C.2.10 No further analytical work is recommended at this stage of works. If the site does
 progress to full excavation, however, it is recommended that the pottery from all
 stages of archaeological works be incorporated into the interpretation of the complete
 assemblage. 

Catalogue  

KEY: B = base, C=century, D = decorated body sherd, Dsc = description, E=early, ERB = Early 
Roman, HM= handmade, L=late, LIA = Late Iron Age, M=mid, R = rim, RB = Romano-British, 
U=undecorated body sherd, WM = wheel made.   

For full fabric names see Table 8. 

Trench Context Cut Feature 
Type 

Era WM/HM Fabric 
Family 

Dsc Vessel Count Weight 
(g) 

Pot Date 

114 8 7 pit ERB WM SGW R LID-SEATED 
JAR 

1 27 MC1 

114 8 7 pit ERB WM SGW U JAR 2 22 MC1 

114 8 7 pit ERB WM SGW U STORAGE JAR 1 33 C1 

114 15 13 pit ERB WM SGW U JAR 1 20 MC1 

116 23 22 ditch ERB WM SGW R LID-SEATED 
JAR 

1 42 MC1 

113 41 40 ditch RB WM SGW U JAR 1 7 MC1-C4 

113 45 44 ditch RB WM SGW U JAR 2 5 MC1-C4 

104 82 81 ditch ERB WM SGW RU CORDONED 
JAR 

14 329 E/MC1 

104 82 81 ditch ERB WM SGW U CARINATED 
JAR 

1 4 E/MC1 

104 82 81 ditch LIA HM SGW D STORAGE JAR 2 111 C1BC-
ADE/MC1 

104 82 81 ditch LIA HM SGW RU BOWL 4 55 E/MC1 

104 83 81 ditch LIA HM SGW R BOWL 1 8 E/MC1 

Table 9 Roman pottery catalogue from Grandcourt Quarry  

C.3 Non-Building Stone  

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction and Methodology  
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C.3.1 A total of 1.120kg of stone was recovered from a pit in Trench 114 and from topsoil in 
Trench 101. The functional category used was defined by Crummy in 1983 and 1988: 
category 10 tools. Simplified recording only has been undertaken, with material type, 
basic description and weight recorded in the text.  

Assemblage  

C.3.2 Category 10: Tools: A fragment of stone was recovered from the topsoil, context 1 in 
Trench 101, a relatively small, roughly oval fragment, of micaceous medium-grained, 
pale pinkish-brown sandstone (0.690kg, 116 x 95 x 57mm) that fits neatly in the hand. 
Overall the stone appears unworked, although it may have been roughly shaped, and 
a degree of polishing can be felt on the flat ‘lower’ surface, suggesting that it may have 
been used as a rubbing stone. 

C.3.3 From Trench 114, pit 7 produced an irregular fragment of heat reddened or burnt 
micaceous fine-grained sandstone, 83 x 66 x 50mm, weighing 0.430kg. Originally part 
of a larger stone, the piece has fractured, possibly due to heat, and the lower part of 
it is very uneven and rough. The upper margins are smooth, the upper surface is 
slightly dished and seems polished, possibly used as a grinding surface, and there is a 
slightly rough groove worn in the stone (angled across the surface). This groove 
resembles those created by sharpening points of knives, swords and arrows, or 
prehistoric stone axes, as on a polissoir. This stone is fire reddened and blackened, 
suggesting it was at one time used as a hearthstone, although the sharpening groove 
appears to cut through this burning and thus supersedes it.  

Discussion  

C.3.4 Both stones may represent the usage of available raw materials on an ad hoc basis, in 
the case of the stone from pit 7, more than once. The example from the topsoil may 
have been roughly worked to be more comfortably held in the hand while using as a 
rubbing stone. However, neither stone is closely datable and may be Iron Age, Roman 
or later. 

Retention, dispersal or display  

C.3.5 Should further work be undertaken, the stone report should be incorporated into any 
later archive and the stones re-examined if necessarily. If no further work is 
undertaken, this statement acts as a full record and the stone may be retained for 
educational use, handling collection or deselected prior to archival deposition.  

C.4 Flint 

By Rona Booth  

Factual data  

4.2.4 A stray flint flake was recovered from the topsoil (1) within the field to the north of the 
2010 evaluation. It was a hinged flake in a light greyish brown opaque flint. It has edge 
damage along one lateral and the termination, whilst the opposite lateral is partially 
retouched (semi-abrupt, continuous) along half of its length toward the proximal end. 
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The platform is cortical and there appear to be traces of gloss on the ventral surface. 
It can be broadly dated to the Neolithic/Bronze Age and from the flaking angle might 
be more closely dated to the early Bronze Age. 
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APPENDIX D ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS 

D.1 Mammal bone 

By Hayley Foster  

Factual data  

D.1.1 The only fragment of identifiable animal bone from the faunal assemblage is a distal
 cattle femur from ditch 84, Trench 105. The fragment weights 214g, is in a fair
 condition, but does, however, show evidence of a fresh break. 

D.2 Mollusca 

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction and Methodology  

D.2.1 A total of 2g of shell was collected by hand during the evaluation from Trench 113. The 
shell recovered is an edible example of oyster Ostrea edulis, from estuarine and 
shallow coastal waters. The shell is relatively poorly preserved and has suffered post-
depositional damage. The shell was weighed and recorded by species, using Winder 
(2011) as a guide, and recorded in the text. 

Assemblage and Discussion  

D.2.2 A fragment of oyster Ostrea edulis (2g) was recovered from ditch 40 in Trench 113. The 
shell fragment is powdery, in poor condition, and appears to be part of the ventral 
margin from a right valve. The assemblage is too small a sample to draw any but the 
broadest conclusions, in that shellfish were reaching the site from the coastal regions, 
indicating trade with the wider area. The shell represents general discarded food waste 
and, although not closely datable, may be dated by their association with pottery or 
other material also recovered. 

Retention, dispersal and display  

D.2.3 The assemblage indicates that, should further work take place, shell might be found, 
although the evaluation suggests there will be only low levels of shell deposition. If 
further work is undertaken, this report should be incorporated into any later 
catalogue. If no further work is undertaken, the catalogue acts as a full record and the 
shell may be dispersed or deselected prior to archive deposition. 

D.3 Environmental samples  

By Martha Craven with Rachel Fosberry  

Introduction  

D.3.1 Fifteen bulk samples were taken from features within the evaluated area at
 Grandcourt Quarry in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains and
 their potential to provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations. 
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 Samples were taken from features encountered within 10 trenches from deposits that
 are thought to be late Iron Age to early Roman in date. 

Methodology  

D.3.2 The total volume (up to 20L) of each of the samples was processed by tank flotation 
using modified Siraff-type equipment for the recovery of preserved plant remains, 
dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The floating 
component (flot) of the samples was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue 
was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and a 0.5mm sieve. 

D.3.3 The dried flots were scanned using a binocular microscope at magnifications up to x 
60 and an abbreviated list of the recorded remains are presented in Table 1. 
Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the 
Netherlands (Cappers et al. 2006) and the authors' own reference collection. 
Nomenclature is according to Zohary and Hopf (2000) for cereals and Stace (1997) for 
other plants. Plant remains have been identified to species where possible. The 
identification of cereals has been based on the characteristic morphology of the grains 
and chaff as described by Jacomet (2006).  

Quantification  

D.3.4 For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds and cereal grains have 
been scanned and recorded qualitatively according to the following categories: 

# = 1-5, ## = 6-25, ### = 26-100, #### = 100+ specimens 

Key to table: 

f=fragmented 

Results  

D.3.5 Preservation of plant remains is by carbonisation and is generally poor to moderate; 
many of the flots contain rootlets which may have caused movement of material 
between contexts.   

D.3.6 Moderate amounts of cereal grains have been preserved by carbonisation (charring) 
and include rye (Secale cereale), barley (Hordeum vulgare) and oats (Avena sp.). They 
occur in Trenches 113, 114, 115 and 117. 

D.3.7 Sample 2 (fill 41 of ditch 40, Trench 113) and Sample 3 (fill 67 of ditch 66, Trench 115) 
contain small assemblages of mixed grain, including rye. The occasional cereal grains 
from Sample 14 (fill 15 of pit 13, Trench 114) and Sample 15 (fill 23 of ditch 22, Trench 
116) are too poorly preserved to identify. A fragment of charred tuber was found in 
Sample 9 (fill 100 in ditch 96, Trench 103).  

D.3.8 Molluscs are not present in any of the flots.  

Trench 
No. 

Sample 
No. 

Context 
No. 

Feature 
No. 

Feature 
Type 

Flot 
Volume 
(ml) 

Cereals Weed 
Seeds 

Charcoal 
volume 
(ml) 

Finds 
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100 11 118 117 Post-
hole? 

2 0 0 2 0 

103 8 101 96 Ditch 10 0 0 <1 0 

103 9 100 96 Ditch 5 0 #F <1 0 

103 10 98 96 Ditch  2 0 0 <1 0 

104 4 82 81 Ditch 40 0 0 2 0 

105 5 85 84 Ditch 20 0 0 1 0 

105 6 91 90 Pit/Post-
pit  

1 0 0 <1 0 

105 7 95 94 Ditch 1 # 0 <1 Hammers
cale 

112 1 21 20 Post-hole 1 0 0 <1 Pot 

113 2 41 40 Ditch 35 ### 0 5 0 

114 13 8 7 Pit 30 # 0 5 Pot 

114 14 15 13 Pit 10 ### 0 <1 0 

115 3 67 66 Ditch 30 ## # 5 0 

116 15 23 22 Ditch 30 ## 0 <1 0 

117 12 17 16 Ditch 10 0 0 <1 0 

Table 10 Environmental samples from Grandcourt Quarry 

Discussion  

D.3.9 The recovery of occasional charred grain weed seeds and charcoal indicates that there 
is moderate potential for the preservation of plant remains at this site, particularly in 
the south-east of the site where there is a possible settlement. 

D.3.10 The presence of rye in Sample 3 is consistent with the suggested Anglo-Saxon date 
assigned to ditch 30, by a datable coin. The presence of rye in Sample 2 suggests that 
ditch 40 may also be Anglo-Saxon in date as, although rye was cultivated in the Roman 
period, it became much more popular in the Anglo-Saxon period. Romano-British pot 
was found within this feature although it may be residual. 

D.3.11 Future excavation has the potential to recover larger, more meaningful assemblages 
that would contribute to the evidence of diet and economy at this site. 

D.3.12 If further excavation is planned for this area, it is recommended that environmental 
sampling is carried out in accordance with Historic England guidelines (2011). 
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Figure 2: NHER data within the investigated area
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Figure 3: Evaluation plan together with areas evaluated by NPS Archaeology in 2013 (Ames 2014) 
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Figure 4: Evaluation plan
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Figure 5: Detail plan of Trenches 100-105

easteasteast

N

1:5000                                                                                                                                                                     50 m

Development area

Evaluation trench

Section

Archaeological feature

Natural

Excavated slot

Cut number

Sample number

S.1

118

2

11

4

7
6

5



Tr.112

Tr.113

Tr.114

Tr.115

Tr.116

Tr.117

S.30

S.25S.25

S.26

S.19

S.2

S.45

S.46

S.47

S.48

S.43

S.37

S.36

S.8
S.9

S.27

S.34
S.32

S.31 S.20

S.21

S.22

S.18
S.17

S.10

S.29
S.28

S.23

S.3
S.4S.1S.5

S.6

S.7

S.12

S.11

S.13

S.14

S.15

S.16

1820

66

68

70

34

60

6264
38

36

40

42

44

75

22

4850

52

54

56
58

16

26

24

28

30

46

32

9
11413756

90
00

56
89

50

316350

N

1:5000                                                                                                                                                                     50 m

Development area

Evaluation trench

Section

Archaeological feature

Excavated slot

Cut number

Small find

Sample number

S.1

118

2

1

1

3
1

2

Figure 6: Detail plan of Trenches 112-117  
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Figure 7: Evaluation plan against aerial photography (after Palmer 2001, original photo interpretation and mapping at 1:2500 level based on photographs at CUCAP, NMRC
and Google Earth)
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Figure 8: Evaluation plan against cropmarks/aerial survey recorded by the National Mapping Programme
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Figure 9: Evaluation plan against geophysical results
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Figure 10: Selected sections  

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 2268

easteasteast

1:300 1 m

Section 2 - Trench 114
S N

19.12m OD

8

7

#
#

#
#

Section 30 - Trench 115
S N

20.23m OD

67

66

3
1

Section 25 - Trench 113
NE SW

19.55m OD

39

38

37

36

Section 26 - Trench 113
SW NE

19.69m OD

43

42

41

40

Section 38 - Trench 105
NE SW

15.48m OD

87

86

85

84

Section 40 - Trench 105
W E

15.73m OD

91

90

Section 19 - Trench 116
S N

19.31m OD

53

52

Section 42 - Trench 103
NE SW

17.64m OD

101

100100

96

98
99

97
10

8

9

Section 44 - Trench 102
NW SE

19.61m OD

2

104

1

105

Section 49 - Trench 100
E W

19.74m OD

116

115

18.45m OD

Cut
Deposit horizon
Top of surface/natural
Limit of excavation
Stone
Charcoal
Cut number
Deposit number

Sample number

Small find

Ordnance datum

117
118

1

2

# ##



Plate 2: Trench 104, with visible ditch 81, looking south 

Plate 1: Trench 103, ditch 96, looking north-west 

© Oxford Archaeology East Report Number 2268

easteasteast



Plate 4: Trench 105, pit 90 and ditch terminus/post pit 88, looking west

Plate 3: Trench 105, looking north-east
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Plate 6: Trench 113, quarry pit 36 truncated by ditch 38, looking north-west

Plate 5: Trench 113, looking north-east
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Plate 8: Trench 117, looking south

Plate 7: Trench 116, ring ditch 50, looking south-west
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Plate 9: Half of a silver penny (SF1), Danelaw 
imitation of Alfred Two-line type, from Trench 
115 ditch 66
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