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Summary
Site: Field to the rear of Windmill Hill House

Location: Windmill Hill, Long Melford, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 9AD

NGR (centre): TL8546/8646

HER no: LMD214

Listed Building Ref (if applicable): N/A

Scheduled Monument no (if applicable): N/A

Archaeological Group: Long Melford Historical and Archaeological Society Field Walking Division

Members who undertook the survey: Julie Thomson, Anne Grimshaw, Alan Border, Mary Clark,
Paul Garcia, Roger Kistruck, Sue Kistruck, David Gevaux.

Report written by: Julie Thomson

Type of investigation: Field walking Survey

Method: Gridded and transect field walking
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1.

Introduction

In September 2012 and October 2012, members of the Long Melford Historical and Archaeological Society
(LMHAS) undertook a field walking survey of the arable field to the rear of Windmill Hill House, Windmill
Hill, Long Melford, Sudbury Suffolk. No previous finds or archaeological records exist for this area of the
village and due to its proximity to the Roman road and Holy Trinity Church, it was of interest.

The land

had recently been acquired by Mr & Mrs M Hollywood of Windmill Hill House and was imminently due to be
sown to pasture and remain this way for the foreseeable future. The field was 440 metres x 60 metres in
size, which tapered to 440 metres x 0 metres at one end.

© Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service
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2.

Geography and Geology

The field is located just off the A1092 Windmill Hill (Roman Road) on the route from Long Melford in the
direction of Clare. It sits behind the properties on the right-hand side of the road as you leave Long Melford
on Westgate Street, passing Westgate House onto Windmill Hill. It is located to the rear of Windmill Hill
House and bordered to the North by the remainder of the arable field which has been retained for
agricultural use.

It is centred on grid reference TL8546/8646 and is within the parish of Long Melford. The surface geology
is alluvial and/or glacial sands and gravels.

3.

Historical/Archaeological Background

We researched the history of the field at the Suffolk Records Office in Bury St Edmunds. We discovered
that the field was known as Hyghe Fielde in 1580, Nether High Field in 1678 and had been Glebe land
owned by the Church. There were no traces of any occupation, other than a few small buildings on the
land of Westgate House, which bordered this field.

On the 1580 map to the East of the field is Priestly

Lane, which shows an established route and whilst this appears to have disappeared by 1891, a public
footpath remains to the East of the road.
1678 – Bisbie's Book (Ref SRO/B FL509/3/15)
Long Melford Tithe Map and apportionment (SRO/B T145/1,2)
Mention of Nether High Field (2 fields) in the occupation of Zephaniah Lungley,
Entry 471 – Great Langdale Glebe 26 acres 1 rood 28p arable land.
Entry 473 – Little Langdate Glebe, 11 acres, 3 rood, 10p arable land.
Owner shown as Rev Edward Cobbold (Church).
Occupier shown as Robert Holden.

Maps:
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Approach to the Archaeological Investigation

4.

Whilst the documentary evidence certainly suggests that the field had not been inhabited, the lack of
archaeological activity on the site meant there was little knowledge of the location and its wider setting.
The survey was therefore undertaken in order to:


Provide information on the current survival of above ground archaeology;



Improve knowledge and understanding of the field and its previous uses;



Place the site within the context of its wider environs;



Understand the extent to which humans used this area;

The investigation comprised of a field walking survey which was undertaken using 10 metre x 10 metre
gridded squares from rows 1 – 12. The gridded squares were walked by two people for five minutes each,
using the following route:
Person one

Person two

The gridded field walking of such a large area proved very time consuming. Therefore, the decision was
taken to walk the remainder of the field using transect line walking at 5 metre intervals from rows T1 – T64.
This involves walking in a straight line North/South or South/North collecting finds from 2.5 metres either
side of the walker.
The procedures were agreed in advance with Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Unit and they
specified the collection categories as detailed in section 5 of this report.

5.

Results

The finds were collected in numbered bags and a finds record sheet was initially completed by the walkers.
The finds were then washed (other than metal finds), dried, weighed and identified over the following year.
Expert identification advice was sought from Jane & Bob Carr, who kindly came to Long Melford on 28th
June 2013 to assist the team in correctly identifying the Ceramics and Ceramic Building Materials. We
were able to complete the analysis in respect of the gridded finds, however the transect finds were
processed by Julie Thomson on 22nd- 24th October 2013.
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There was one sherd of Roman pottery found on the field weighing 7.1 grams.

Grid 9A – Roman ceramic

Post Medieval Ceramic pottery was found all across the field, 338 sherds, weighing 3097 grams.
There was a concentration in the area in the North of the field, 3B-3E. There was a lot of stoneware found,
including a piece of Westerwald 17-18th Century blue continental stoneware.

Grid 9H – Medieval pot

Grid 8B Westerwald
17th-18th Century blue continental stoneware.
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A general scattering of Modern Ceramics totalling 54 sherds, weighing 249.4 grams.

Lithics (worked flints) were in the form of flakes and a total of 60, weighing 512.2 grams were located.
249.4 grams.
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The results of the field walking survey show that the majority of finds were from the post medieval period
with a large amount of ceramic building material. There were minimal Roman finds on the site, which is
unusual as Long Melford is well known within archaeological circles for its vast Roman history and the
proximity to the Roman road.

Since our project took place a test pit was dug to the right of grid 1A by local school children under the
guidance of Access Cambridge Archaeology. The report can be accessed by visiting
http://www.access.arch.cam.ac.uk/reports/suffolk/long-melford/2013.
This states that most of the pottery from this test-pit is post-medieval, and shows that people were using
the site from the 16th – 17th century onwards. The single sherd of Bronze Age pottery shows that there was
also prehistoric activity (sic). Paul Blinkhorn.
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A piece of unusual looking stone was taken away by Roger Kistruck for further analysis. His report is as
follows:
‘The stone was about the size of a half-worn cake of soap, dark brownish-black in colour, with speckles of a
much paler white or yellowish material embedded in it. I could not tell from looking at the rough outside
surface what kind of material it was. There are three possible sources for this kind of stone. First it might be
a man-made ceramic with pieces of gravel or other grit embedded in fired clay, or even in cement mortar
(as in concrete). Second, it could be a naturally-occurring igneous rock like granite, in which crystals
separate as it cools, giving a speckled appearance. Third, it might be a natural sandstone, in which mineral
grains of one kind of rock are cemented together by another kind, forming a natural conglomerate.
The first thing to do, therefore, was to break a bit off and look at the broken surface. This was easier said
than done! The stone was extremely hard and tough. I could not scratch it at all with a knife and finally
broke it with a heavy hammer and bolster chisel on top of a steel anvil. It was immediately obvious that it is
not a man-made ceramic. The ‘glue’ holding the grains together is much too hard and tough for
earthenware or portland cement mortar. It is not stoneware either, but under a magnifier has a ‘wet’ and
shiny appearance like a dark glass. The broken surface does not show any kind of ‘conchoidal’ (i.e.
circularly-rippled) fracture, but shows distinct grains of a paler material in widely-varying sizes. Most of the
grains on the broken surface have fractured themselves, rather than parting from the ‘glue’ matrix that
surrounds them. This suggests the stone may be one of the tougher sandstones, with the grains cemented
together by amorphous silica (i.e. chert or flint).
The grains are generally rounded at the corners, rather than showing sharp crystalline edges. That means
they were once separate solid grains rolling around in water or blown by the wind, so as to smooth off the
sharp corners. Those grains must have been deposited somewhere, buried and only cemented together
much later, probably by hot (volcanic) water welling up through the layers from below, carrying dissolved
silica with it. The rock is therefore a sandstone and not a multi-mineral igneous rock like granite (in which
the grains are sharply crystalline, formed within the rock as it cools from molten magma).
The material is probably one of the ‘millstone grit’ types of sandstone found for example in the Pennines in
Yorkshire. It seems to fit the specification for millstone grit; in particular the variable size and composition of
the grains in an exceedingly hard matrix. As far as I know there is no natural source of millstone grit in East
Anglia, so this stone is definitely not native to Suffolk. It may have been brought in as a millstone or quern
and been broken by accident. It would be rather a small fragment to have come off a building stone, but
that is another possibility.
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The grid is in mm, so you can see the grains are between about 0.3mm and 3mm in diameter. This is a
clean fractured surface. The subtle glitter looks almost wet when you see it using a microscope; shiny
fractured surfaces from within the grains themselves. In a few cases some of the larger grains have parted
company from the glue matrix, and left a much duller, rounded impression. There are some small cavities in
the rock, but it is not porous.’
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

All the data recorded from the field walk has been reproduced on the following tables:

Pages 16 - 24 gridded field walking
Pages 25 - 30 transect field walking
Page 31 - totals

Key for recorders/referral
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6.

Discussion

The absence of significant quantities of archaeological material was at first disappointing, not least because
of Long Melford’s Roman history. However, after identification of our finds and further consideration we
realised that this in itself is valuable knowledge.
We can deduce that the land has probably never been settled or developed and has therefore a long
history of agricultural use. The fact that we found dateable evidence further indicates that the population
both worked in the field and used the nearby track as a thoroughfare.
We can speculate that given the age of the village and surrounding properties that our pottery finds may
have been household waste which has been subsequently been scattered by agricultural activity. The
majority of the sherds were discovered in the area at the church end of the field, which is the area nearest
the settlement of the village. The large amount of ceramic building material may have been associated with
the remains of the three buildings shown in section B of the 1774 map of the lands in Mrs Langwall’s
occupation, as no trace of these properties remain today.

7.

Conclusion

The results of this survey suggest that the field is unlikely to ever have been a place of habitation. It has
seen agricultural activity together with the disposal of artefacts ranging from prehistoric times to the modern
day.

Copies of this report will be lodged with the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Unit in Bury St
Edmunds, Long Melford Historical and Archaeological Society archives, Long Melford Heritage Centre,
Long Melford & Sudbury libraries for future access by researchers.

A selection of finds, previously displayed at the Long Melford Street Fair 2013 will be exhibited at the Long
Melford Heritage Centre in 2014.

The finds will then be returned to Mr & Mrs M Hollywood with a copy of this report, to remain at the property
for future owners. The ceramic building material is to be returned to the site and buried with a 2012 coin.
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Images
The Field Walking Team

Right to Left: Roger Kistruck, Mary Clarke, Paul Garcia, Julie Thomson, Alan Border,
Anne Grimshaw & David Gevaux (Sue Kistruck absent).
Display information from Long Melford Street Fair – July 2013
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The Field Walking in progress:
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