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buried subsoil/ploughsoil. Cartographic regression suggests that the site has been
relatively undisturbed throughout the past 150 years, confirmed during the evaluation
as any modern truncation was limited to the occasional hedgerow and land drain.

Phases III and IV of

Trenches Total
Phase Positive Potential Negative archaeological evaluation works
o T % 1o T % ™o T % | mo| 2t Blacksole Farm (this report)
17 7 ol have confirmed and emphasised
: Bla 7 al®] 4| 7 | the frequency of archaeological
35 = = deposits within the proposed
I 19 9 0 35 " 54 | development area. From the
IMME '54 m—g‘f"—t?ﬂﬁm— outset it was clear that
W Wl | #] | ¥ : 62 | archaeological remains were

present on site, as encountered on
the adjacent site (Allen 2007). That said, the nature of the deposits does differ.
Evidence for the production of pottery was abundant on the adjacent site (2007:29),
which pointed towards an emphasis on population growth within the Late Iron Age.
Whilst the majority of features within the Phase III and IV evaluations are
contemporary, no such evidence was encountered. This may suggest that an
‘industrial’ area is present, possibly supporting a nucleated settlement, rather than
mass production.

Table 3 illustrates the frequency of archaeological features encountered during the
evaluation, with at least 50% of all trenches encountering archaeological remains’.
Trenches have clearly shown the presence of potential droveways (Trenches 89, 91,
98, 111, 113, 158, 161 and 165), enclosures (Trenches 81, 95, 117, 167, 172 and 189)
and possible structures (Trenches 129, 130, 131), a pattern reflected during Phase IV
evaluation works. This report has attempted to further define the archaeological
features encountered, although it must be stated that further work will be required to
fully examine and provide an understanding for the complex settlement patterns
present at Blacksole Farm.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT
Existing Impacts
The proposed development site has been largely arable fields, and therefore subject

® As part of the final publication for this site a statistical review of evaluation sampling strategies is recommended, in
accordance with Hey and Lacy (2001)
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only to low impact farming and agricultural activities such as ploughing, the cutting
of drainage ditches and planting of hedgerows.

Proposed Impacts

At the time of preparing this document, the full extent of future development
proposals at Altira Business Park was not known. However, it has been made clear
that any future planning application will, most likely, comprise the construction of
large industrial units along with associated access, parking and utilities. Areas of open
green space are considered to be unlikely.

MITIGATION

The purpose of all phases of archaeological evaluation was to provide an assessment
of the contextual archaeological record, in order to determine the potential survival of
archaeological deposits that may be impacted upon during any proposed construction
works. Full development proposals are at present time unknown. In the event,
however, that finished ground levels remain constant, the depth of foundations
trenches, services, access and car parking are likely to require the excavation of
material exceeding 0.50m in depth. In the absence of ground raising, proposed
impacts to archaeological deposits throughout the entire site is therefore deemed as
high. The potential indirect impact caused during the construction process should also
be taken into consideration.

This evaluation has therefore assess he archaeological ntial of lan
intended for development. The results from this work will be use aid and
inform the Archaeological Officer (CCC) of any further archaeological
mitigation sures that may be necessary in connection with the develo nt
proposals.

CONCLUSION

The evaluation has been successful in fulfilling the primary aims and objectives of the
Specification. Archaeological horizons have been shown to survive at a depth
approximately 0.5m below the existing ground level, with 58% of the evaluation
trenches indicating the presence of surviving archaeological features and finds.
Truncation of archaeological horizons was relatively minimal, evident only by the
existence of low impact field drains, root boles and animal burrows. Suggestions as to
the definition of potential archaeological features have been offered above, although it
must be stated that only after further excavation of these areas can more positive
conclusions be drawn.
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Figure 1: Location of site of proposed development, Blacksole Farm, Broomfield, Kent  Scale 1:3000
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Figure 2: Location of archaeological evaluation trenches, Blacksole Farm, Broomfield, Kent
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Figure 3: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 4: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 6: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 7: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 9: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 11: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 12: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 13: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 14: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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33.81

SW

Section 28
N S
33.53
P (114/004)
L R 114/005]
«-10m-->
N
117/006) (117/003) CD
Section 30
NE

(1 17/006)/2
[117/007)




118

119

8§31

i
[118/005] \\
; \\
11s8/004) |\
\\

.\.\

(118/003)

Section 31

(119/004)
[119/005]

(119/003)

Section 32

(119/004) [119/005]

Figure 16: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 18: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 19: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 20: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 21: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 23: Trench Plans 1:100
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Figure 24: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 25: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 26: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 27: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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Figure 29: Trench Plans 1:100 and Sections 1:20
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