

















ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHOD STATEMENT (ADDENDUM) — EASTERN ACCESS ROAD
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Archaeology on the morning of 24/02/09 in order to discuss this current method
statement. It is therefore hoped that excavations will commence no later than

25/02/089.

Archaeological Impact
Assessment of the available archaeological and geoarchaeological literature, along with

method statements produced by BAM Nuttalls has shown that the proposed
development associated with the construction of foul and surface water drainage within
Plots 1B.1 and 1B.2 may have an impact on surviving archaeological deposits.

Surface drainage within Plot 1B.1 will have an estimated impact to at least 1.469 AOD
suggesting that archaeological deposits may be present and possibly compromised.
Archaeological mitigation within the original project design within this area allowed for a
Strip, Map and Sample strategy due to archaeological deposits recorded both on the site
and within the immediate surrounds.

Surface drainage within Plot 1B.2 will have an estimated impact to at least 1.104 AOD
suggesting that archaeological deposits may be present and possibly compromised.
Archaeological mitigation within the original project design made provision for the
removal of upper topsoil horizons followed by the preservation insitu of lower
archaeological horizons sealed by overlying alluvial inundation. Archaeological deposits
recorded at this level comprise (suggested) residual Roman ceramics deposited during
the erosion of higher occupation levels within the west (the current IM Group car park
area) and east (Plot 1C). That said, clear evidence for the presence of an organic peat
layer exists within the limits of the current site compound at a level of approximately
2.3m AOD. While this is not directly evidence for past occupation, it does suggest that
an encroachment of flood and marsh deposits onto higher and drier land does exist
within the surrounding area. Such evidence would point towards a shoreline — an
interface between lower lying marsh alluvium and upper (drier) occupation levels.

Foul drainage within Plot 1B.1 will have an estimated impact to at least -0.267m AOD
suggesting that archaeological deposits may be present and possibly compromised.

Archaeological mitigation within the original project design within this area allowed for a
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Strip, Map and Sample strategy due to archaeological deposits recorded both on the site
and within the immediate surrounds.

Foul drainage within Plot 1B.2 is not proposed.

Conclusions
Consideration has therefore been given to both proposed foul and surface water

drainage trenches within Plots 1B.1 and 1B.2.

The agreed archaeological mitigation strategy for Plot 1B.1 suggests a programme of
archaeological works comprising Strip, Map and Sample methodologies as set out in the
accepted Archaeological Project Design. This assessment would concur with that
approach.

The agreed archaeological mitigation strategy for Plot 1B.2 suggests the examination
and investigation of upper alluvial deposits along with the preservation insitu of lower
intact archaeological horizons, as set out in the accepted Archaeological Project Design.
That said, the Project Design allows for higher road formation and construction levels
only and neglects to consider lower drainage and service infrastructure works.
Archaeological investigations within Plot 1B.2 have clearly shown that significant
horizons exist, albeit due to natural formations rather than actual occupation. Evidence
for the presence of an interface between the upper drier occupation and lower flood
deposits clearly exists within the surrounding area confirming the presence of an early
(prehistoric?) shoreline.

The current proposals comprise low impact trenches measuring no more than 1m in
width. An aim of the excavation will be to maintain as much of the secure topsoil
horizon as possible, due to localised flooding, whilst ensuring minimal damage to upper
alluvial layers. For this reason, it is not intended to excavate an easement. The removal
of a wide easement would expose the upper archaeological horizon which would then
be compromised should it be necessary to run heavy plant across during construction of
the pipeline. Topsoil will be removed from the trench alignment only and stock piled
separately adjacent to the proposed trench(es), prior to backfilling following completion

of the drains.
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6.6 With that in mind, the opportunity to investigation the stratigraphic deposit model
breaching the suggested shoreline within a narrow window will surely further
compliment the archaeological results obtained to date.

6.7 It is therefore recommended that surface and foul water drainage trenches are
constantly monitored and recorded in accordance with generic guidelines proposed
within KCC archaeological watching brief specifications, with full provision to investigate
and record any archaeological remains present. The archaeologically controlled strip of
the topsoil and upper alluvial deposits within Plot 1B.2 will be monitored by a suitably
qualified archaeologist, with wetland experience, in order to allow for the possible event
that structural or ‘special’ (i.e. timber deposits such as boats, fishtraps, platforms,
trackways, kiddles etc) deposits are encountered. Should this be the case, the sensitive
area(s) will be protected and a meeting with KCC will be organised in order to agree
further works as necessary.

6.8 All archaeological fieldwork will be carried out in accordance with KCC and IFA
guidelines and conform to methodologies set out by SWAT Archaeology, Oxford
Archaeology and English Heritage.

6.9 This document has further assessed the archaeological potential of land intended for

development, in accordance with KCC requirements. The suggestions herewith are

solely the opinions of the author and will be used to aid and inform the Archaeological

Officer (KCC) of any further archaeological mitigation measures that may be necessary

in connection with the development proposals.

David Britchfield
For and on behalf of SWAT Archaeology
23/02/09
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