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By David Millum , AIfA, MA, BA Hons.

The Deputy Director of the Culver Archaeological Project

ABSTRACT

This interim report written at the end of 28lis aimedmore at the general readethan the
archaeologicapecialist asopposed tow 2 6 2 | f fpbsBeRc@vatiorF rdpbrfor the 2013
excavationsThis is just broad overview of theesultsto date of excavation and the survey
g2N)] dzy RSNI I { Sy RdzNR yehcredible sieit Biidge@&ma G A 3 G A2y a

It also includes drief summary of the specialist reports from the 2013 season and some
thoughts about the wider context of the settlemereingcompiledin sectionsand added to
on an annual basias events unfold it may be prone torae inconsistencies and repetitions,

for whichl can onlyapologi®.

Any interpretation of the results or passages of speculation are entirely my own and may not
necessarily reflect the views of my CAP colleagues or fellow director. | am a firm believer in
open discussion leading to a more balaneslv and will therefore be quite happywhensome

of my ruminationsare subsequently disproveldy more considered argument.

DavidMillum ©CAP 206
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1.1: THE PROJECT

TheCulver Archaeological Projaatvolves the local communitystudentsand volunteers in the

investigation of the historic environment under the supervision of the dire¢tBb Wallace
PCIfAand David MillumACIfA In late 2012 CAP received a grant from the National Lottery via

the HeritageLlottery Fund which enabled the appointment of a commercial contractor, AOC

Archaeology, for the 2013 season to assist CAP in excavation, tuition and public relations.
001l (2 U(KISKINVZRE dzAaddi 6§ 2F!
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a modest charge made to volunteers, students and campers plus donations from visiting

groups and the winter talks circuiEuture funding was made more secure 2015 byan

agreement to provide a field work training course for Canterbury Christ Church University

undergraduateswhich could also be offered generally at a set fee.

1.2: SITE LOCATION

The site comprises of agricultural land situated in the bend of the Rhesein the fields

forming Bridge Farm, Wellingham, Nr. Lewes, East Sussex, BN8 5BX, centred on National Grid
Reference 54320014400, map reference TQ432144
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Ordnance Survey data supplied by the EDINA digimap service. Crown Copyright/database right 2012. Al rights reserved.

1.1:Location map of the Bridge Farm project site
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1.3: PROJECT CONTEXT

The investigation of the BmanoBritish settlement atBridge Farnforms part ofthe wider
research project of th€ulver Archaeological Project (CAdtnded by Robert Wallace in 2005
to investigae the historical environment of the alluvial plain of the Upper Ouse Valley in the
parishes of Barcombe and Ringmer. CA&s always endeavoured toonform to a high
standard of archaeological researahilst seekng to actively involve the local community in
the discovery and interpretation of their landscape heritage and archaeologioaing. As
well as open area archaeological excavation of targeted arels, project include

magnetometer and resistivitgurveys of the wider areand supervised metal detecting

The preparatorymagnetometer surveys undertaken in 2011 at Bridge Farmndicated a
substantial amount obelow ground archaeologyshowing a large doublditched enclosure
seemingly overlaying a grid of roemhd boundaryditches. The initial interpretation as a
potential RomaneBritish settlement, surmounted by a later enclosuné possible official
origin,wassupported by the results from the 2013 excavations. The settlement site is situated
on the projected junction ofhree major Roman roads, which met at a point on the River Ouse
where it was still tidal and navigable; making it an attractive site for a tradamgl/or
administraive, centre The evidence from the site and surrounding landscape suggests that
the archaeolog within this previously unknown settlement dates from the early period of

Roman occupation in the late'Tentury ADthrough tothe start of its collapse in the laté"4

This settlement forms an important part of a wider Rorodritishlandscapewvhichincludesa
villa complex, detached bathhouse, industrial sites and road sysaéirofwhich has yet to be
fully interpreted. The evidence from Bridge Farm wild dhe understanding of the
development of Roman activity in this araa wthin this single $e, there is the potential for
uncovering both the beginning and end of the domestic Roman erar@i East Sussewhilst

also offering indications ohow this activity #fectedthe native British community

Currently @rt of the site comprises intensively farmed arable land subject to regular ploughing
using soil compaction avoidance techniguébe site lies across them O.D. contourand is

within the River Ouse flood plaifRegular flooding hathe potential for damaging and/or
FfGSNAY3 GKS | NOKIFS2ft238 |yR (KN (1QFAEADRA VLR &

archaeology on this site at risk. The potential risk to the site and the regional, if not national,
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importance of the archaeology, especially if evidegdmow British people lived under Roman

authority, supports the use of the intrusitechniquesusedin this investigation

1.4: GEOLOGICAIAND TOPOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND

The underlying geological structure of the site is sedimentary with the Ouse vaileygc
through eastwest bands of Lower Greensand and Weald Clay which are heavily mantled with
Head and River Terrace deposits. The site lies on the eastern bank of the Ouse floodplain,
north of Lewes, vth the soilcomprisng deep alluvium flanked by margins of first and second
terrace valley gravels. The area supports gleyic argillic brown earths of the Waterstock
Association soils on the floodplain, with pedtuvial gley Fladbury 3 Association soils adjacent
to the river. Dr Mike Allen reporting on the soil structure in 2013 highlighted the perpensity of
the localised geology for rapid pedogenisis (soil generation) and also the effects that post
depositional gleying and annual flooding are having on the archaeology. Ehieddted in a

loss of the upper levels of the archaeological record and a bluring of some of the more
ephemeral deeper featuresthis may account for whigatures clear in the geophysics were
often hard to trace in the ground and tee conditionsalsohamper aCOSMIC typanalysis of

historic agricutlural practices.

Superficial drift deposits
[0 ALLUVIUM
7/ HEAD
fS3N RIVER TERRACE DEPOSITS 1 & 2
Solid geological formation
LOWER GREENSAND
WEALD CLAY - Mudstone

1.5: ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

In the late 1990s 8™ century,wing corridorvillawas discovered in Dunstallgll on Culver
Farm, Barcombe with other casual finds indicating much wider Regmeand activity and
possible settlement. This led to the discovery of an adjacent aisled building and a further T

shaped building forming a reasonably sized villa com@axsequently a detached bath house
5
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was discoveredn the adjacentfield. Excavation of these buildings was undertakagriirst by
the Institute of Archaeology, University College London (U&id, continued bythe Mid
Sussex Field Archaeology Team (MSFAQ e Centre for Community Engagemd@CEnt
the University of Sussexntil 2012under the joint directorship of David Rudling VA and
Chris Butler, MIfA.

1.3: A conjectural reconstruction of the villa complex by Andy Gammon

Concurrently from 2006 the Culver Archaeological Project (CAP), under director Robert
Wallace, was investigating the wider historical landscape around the villa complex; discovering

a substantial Roman road and instigating an extensive programme of geophysical surveys,
a2aGSYFHGAO FASER gttl1Ay3as S@rtdzkr GA2Yy GNByOK
corridor, to the west of the River Ous¢ Cuher and Cowlease Farms, Barcomiais work has
identified severahew sites of roadside activityincluding industriakites and potential ritual

sites. Research by CAP has also revealed activity fronPtébistoric periodwithin the
surrounding area, including several instances of Middle Bronze Age activity, one ofinvarch

area known as The Wilderness produced a M&Ake indicatingone of the earliest

waterlogged sites discovered in Sussex
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2.1: THEINVESTIGATION BEGINS

In early 2011 the Culver Archaeological Project (CAP) gained permission to investigate severa
fields at Bridge Farm at Upper Wellingham, Nr Lewes (TQ 433144). Bridge Farm was formerly
part of Upper Wellingham Farm and one interpretation of the elembBamm of the Saxon

placey  YS 2 St f Ay3IKIY A& WIiKS fI yR AhichintiScadeh JS NJ
is evidently borne out on the ground. Historical research has suggested that there was a
settlement in this general area known as Walecote, which could derive from the Saxon word
wealh,meaning Briton or serf, prefixingpte, a small setement, although thought to bemuch

further south (Bleach, 1986)L 1 A& Ff a2 GSYLINAyaSiaR@pasSifle G KS
derivative of vealth and wonder whethereither name could refer to the RomaneBritish

settlement atBridge Farrfd

Documentary researcheveakd that a northsouth Roman road in this location had been
suggested by William Stukeley as early as tHedhtury (Horsfield, 1835, p. 38) and that Ivan
Margary (1948, p. 125had undertaken a small excavation (Section 14hélarge, somewhat
characterless, field to the south of tH&ridge Rrm buildings when investigating the location

for the London to Lewes road.idtecordsshowthat he exposed a very compact flint surface

6.4m wide and approaching 400mm thick at a depth300mm andmetalled ®f flint, from

fFNBS fdzvLla G2 avlft OKALMAS YAESR gMargary A NI @8
1948, p. B2). Roman pottery described as'br very early ¥ century overlaid the edges of

the road which led to a prom®d construction date of around AIDO (Margary 1948, p. 150)

2.2: SOME UNEXPECTED RESULTS

/1t Qa AYy@SaiAdalidArzya O2YYSYOSR gAGK | YIF3IySi
well-known local geophysicist, to see if this modern technology coctiirately trace the

route and prominent features of I NB lrdd# @k initial results were so outstanding and
unexpected that the survey area was extended and over the next two years a clear picture
emerged not only of the road heading to the north but the framework of a substantial

settlement adjacent to the River Ous2X).
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2.1:Geophysical survey results (D. Staveley 2012)
(Ordnance Survey dafeom EDINA digimap service. Crown copyright/database 2010. All rights reserved)

In the survey imagehe settlement pattern ilearlyinterrupted by a doublelitched enclosure
confirming that this was a site of more than one phase of actiVitiilst the enclosureditches
appear to overlay and truncate th®adside ditcheghe chronology could not be detmined

from the magnetometeresultsand the CAP Archaeological Director, Robert Wallace, felt that
this was a crucially important question that could only be resolved by targeted excavation.
Progressivegeophysicakurveys revealed roads heading to thasé and possibly west, with

smaller trackways and boundary ditches in the areas surrounding the main settlement.

Further work undertaken by David Staveieih the Ringmer Roman &lies Group fron2012
onward hasproduced strong evidence, from just east Mbre Lane and south of Laughton
Road at Ringmer (TQ 472123), for the eastern road continuing on an alignment heading for the

Roman settlement at Arlington and thence to Pevensey (Chuter, 2008). With Barcombe Mills as
8



