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Introduction

This report, dealing specifically with archaeological issues, is submitted in
support of a planning application for the development within the CB1
Masterplan identified as 10 and 20 Station Road. The demolition of the
existing 10 & 20 Station Road (Jupiter & Leda House) and the construction of
a new office building comprising 14,274 sqm (GIA) of Class B1(a)/Class B1(b)
floorspace including ancillary accommodation/facilities with a single basement
of 3,322 sgqm (GIA) providing 98 car parking spaces, with associated plant
and 482 cycle parking spaces at grade level, hard and soft landscaping
including a pocket park and access from Station Road.

The Masterplan outline planning application for CB1 was approved in April
2010 for the comprehensive redevelopment of the Station Area (LPA ref:
08/0266/0OUT). Permission was granted for the following development:

The comprehensive redevelopment of the Station Road area, comprising
up to 331 residential units (inclusive of 40% affordable homes), 1,250
student units; 63,294 sq.m of Class B1a (Office) floorspace; 5,255 sq.m of
Classes A1/A3/A4 and/or AS (retail) floorspace; a 7,645 sq.m polyclinic;
86 sq.m of D1 (art workshop) floorspace; 46 sq.m D1 (community room);
1,753 sq.m of D1 and/or D2 (gym, nursery, student/community facilities)
floorspace; use of block G2 (854 sq.m) as either residential student or
doctors surgery, and a 6,479 sq.m hotel; along with a new transport
interchange and station square, including 28 taxi bays and nine bus stops
(two of which are double stops providing 11 bays in total), a new multi
storey cycle and car park including accommodation for c. 2,812 cycle
spaces, 52 motorcycle spaces and 632 car parking spaces; highway
works including improvements to the existing Hills Road/Brooklands
Avenue junction and the Hills Road/Station Road junction and other
highway improvements, along with an improved pedestrian/cyclist
connection with the Carter Bridge; and works to create new and improved
private and public spaces.

The application site relates to the area of the CB1 Masterplan, which was
identified as Blocks J3 (Leda House, 20 Station Road) and J4 (Jupiter House,
10 Station Road) on the approved parameter plans. Both these blocks were to
comprise new buildings to replace the existing, at the western most end of
Station Road which falls within the Masterplan boundaries, to provide D1
(non-residential institutions), D2 (assembly and leisure) and/or B1a (office)
accommodation at ground floor with offices above.

A full planning application is required in this instance, despite the outline
planning permission for the CB1 Masterplan, as the application proposals
represent a variation from the parameter plans in terms of the proposed
footprint of these two blocks.

In preparing this submission, Brookgate and their design team have been
mindful of the existing CB1 Masterplan. All supporting documents and
technical assessments have been based on the work undertaken for CB1 to
date, and the proposed development has been designed to complement the
Masterplan.
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This application submission follows an application for 10 Station Road (Jupiter
House), which received resolution to approve at Planning Committee on 1
June 2016 for a new office development comprising 5,654 sqm of Class B1
office floorspace with a basement providing 37 car parking spaces, 193 cycle
spaces and two access options (application reference 15/2271/FUL). The
preparation of the S106 Agreement is ongoing and a decision notice is
expected in due course.

In addition, proposals for two different access options at 20 Station Road
(Leda House) both received resolutions to approve at Planning Committee on
5 August 2015. The proposals comprised a new six storey office development
of 7,421 sqgm class B1 office floorspace, 254 cycle parking spaces and a
basement for 40 car parking spaces.

The two schemes for 20 Station Road (A and B) were submitted in parallel
with two varied access arrangements, set out in further detail below, to
provide Brookgate with flexibility over the implementation for the J Blocks.
These two schemes therefore proposed the following:

« Scheme A (application reference 15/0865/FUL): Shows no access
ramp to 20 Station Road (effectively a single ramp to no.22 is available
to allow vehicles to enter the car park and they will exit via a ramp at
no.10 Station Road which is proposed by the current application
submission).

« Scheme B (application reference 15/0854/FUL). Shows a single
access ramp to 20 (creating a double two way ramp with no.22. An
alternative basement plan and landscaping scheme have also been
submitted as part of the current application should it be necessary to
pursue this option in the future).

With regard to the two proposals for 20 Station Road, the preparation of the
S106 Agreements are ongoing and a decision notices are expected in due
course. As set out above, a full application is required in this instance as the
application represents a variation from the approved parameter plans.

As noted, the consented parameter plans for this site comprise of two
buildings:

¢ Block J3 was to comprise a single building accommodating D1 (non-
residential institutions), D2 (assembly and leisure) and/or B1a (office)
accommodation at ground floor level with offices above, with a total
height of 18.5m;

e Block J4 was to comprise a similar building to J3, providing D1, D2
and/or B1a (office) accommodation at ground floor level with offices
above, again with a total height of 18.5m.

A full new planning application is now required as the masterplan envisaged
two separate blocks for J3 and J4, whereas the current proposals combine
these two blocks to create a larger floorplate. In addition, the masterplan
originally envisaged J3 and J4 to provide for approximately 9,264sqm
floorspace. The proposals create an additional 5,010 sgm office floorspace,
over and above the masterplan.

In response to the emerging commercial letting market in Cambridge there is
strong demand for large floor plate formats of the type that are being
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constructed, similar to One the Square (already completed and occupied). It
is this type of quality space that the target tenants are demanding. The
proposals therefore seek to achieve a larger floor plate format whilst
maintaining the integrity of the consented schemes.

Compared to the schemes for 10 and 20 Station Road that have resolution to
approve, the increase in floorspace is circa 1,200sgm, however, an additional
21 car and 73 cycle spaces are now also proposed (484 cycle and 98 car
parking spaces in total).

This application submission has been fully informed by pre-application
discussions with CCC and other relevant stakeholders. The proposals have
also been presented to the Council's Design and Conservation Panel.

Background

In recent years the immediate area and wider environs have seen a number
of archaeological, geotechnical and radar surveys ahead of development.

This Archaeological Statement has been prepared by the Cambridge
Archaeological Unit to support the planning application for 10 Station Road
(J4) and 20 Station Road (J3). The wider archaeological and historic context
of the development area and results from the principal investigations
conducted as part of the broader CB1 development are first outlined below,
which is followed by specific-area mitigation scheme proposals.

Archaeological and Historic Background

The archaeological and historical background of surrounding landscape have
been fully documented in a desktop assessment (Dickens et al. 2003) and
subsequent reports, and only a brief summary will be given here:

Only scant prehistoric activity has been recorded within the vicinity of the
development. A small pit, containing a single sherd of Late Bronze Age
Deverel Rimbury pottery (Cooper 2004), and a second pit containing Late Iron
Age pottery (Kenny 2000) were identified towards the centre of the
Brooklands Avenue, and it has been suggested that otherwise undated pits
and ditches within the same area could have had a prehistoric origin (Dickens
& Patten 2003).

A stronger presence of Romano-British activity has been previously identified
within the locality, with strong suggestions that the area lay within the broader
hinterland of Romano-British Cambridge, with the Via Devana (Colchester to
Godmanchester road) thought to be reflected by the alignment of Hills Road
and the extensive earthworks to the southeast of the site described by Walker
in 1910 as being Roman in date. The line of the Via Devana was thought to
have been defined by the observation of a possible roadside ditch within the
Botanic Gardens during the 19th century (Babington 1883) and of a potential
road within the grounds of Perse School to the south (Walker 1910; Fox
1923), where again in the mid 20™ century two parallel ditches, with a gap of
approximately 4.5m, were identified (RCHM 1959) leading to speculation that
the roadway itself had been established here by the mid 1st century (Walker
1910). The definitive presence of the line of the road has, however, not been
confirmed by more recent archaeological works within the vicinity of Hills
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Road (Cessford 2003; Mackay & Dickens 2003), although several early
Romano-British features identified within the former Unilever site (Dickens
1999), Brooklands Avenue (Armour 2002; Dickens & Patten 2003; Timberlake
2006) and Homerton College site (Mackay 2001) suggest the road to be
nearby. A large conglomeration of quarry pitting, attributed a Romano-British
date was identified within the archaeological evaluation of the Old Cattle
Market at the corner of Hills and Cherry Hinton roads (Mackay 2001); these
may be associated with the construction and/or maintenance the Romano-
British road.

Earthworks noted by Walker (1910) during the construction of the railway and
station are the second commonly accepted Romano-British feature adjacent
to the area of investigation. These earthworks were suggested to have been
the remains of a Roman camp close to a the Cattle Market evaluation
(Mackay 2001), which was, however, focussed some distance away from
their recorded location.

The Brooklands Avenue development sites revealed evidence of early
Romano-British, 1st-2" century AD field boundaries (Kenny 2000; Armour
2002). A possible Romano-British agricultural horizon identified at the Former
Marshall Garage site on the southern side of Cherry Hinton Road (Newman
2009) also demonstrated the peripheral nature of the area in this period, but
suggested a low level of occupation, not directly evinced by the presence
domestic features. This corresponds with previous archaeological works
which demonstrate a focus of Romano-British activity on and around the
Castle Hill area (Alexander & Pullinger 1999; Evans 1996; Evans & Ten
Harkel 2011) and more nucleated settlements to the south of the town within
the environs of Addenbrooke’s Hospital (Evans et al. 2008).

Medieval activity within the immediate environs appears to have been
associated with agriculture. Potential Medieval ridge-and-furrow were
identified within the Brooklands Avenue site (Armour 2002; Kenny 2000) and
a small assemblage of Medieval pottery was recovered from sub-soil deposits
within the Cattle Market evaluation (Mackay 2001); a 14™ century field
boundary was identified within the former Marshall Garage site (Newman
2009). Post-Medieval land-usage within and around the site also shows a
continuation of agricultural practices, with ridge-and-furrow being abandoned
and possibly levelled during the 17th century at the Brooklands Avenue site
(Armour 2002), replaced by more modern ‘flat’ ploughing and involving the
build-up of a more homogenous agricultural horizon.

Agricultural ploughsoil was recorded within all the nearby sites and it appears
that this land use continued unaltered until the mid 19th century, with the
development first of the Eastern Counties Railway from 1845 (Gordon 1968).
By 1880 sidings and associated buildings were present to the south of 50 and
60. The development of the flourmill, originally built in 1864 and utilising the
sidings adjacent to Hills Road with later, 20th century additions of
warehouses overlying the tracks, was identified within the evaluation of the
area (Mackay 2006) by a thick deposit of industrial overburden (see below).

Previous Investigations

The following text provides summary data outlining the results of recent
fieldwork undertaken within the CB1 development area, with full reportage
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otherwise available (and deposited with the Cambridgeshire County Council
Historic Environment Record Team; CCCHERT).

Cambridge Business and Cultural Centre Development (Mackay 2005)

An archaeological watching brief was carried out by the Cambridge
Archaeological Unit (CAU) in May 2005 on the site of the then proposed
Cambridge Business and Cultural Centre Development (now CB1). This
involved monitoring a number of hand- and machine-excavated pits (Figure 1
blue symbols). Most of the holes monitored took the form of a hand-dug
inspection pit for borehole sampling. These were narrow, square holes
approximately 0.35m wide and 1.20m deep. This was generally just large
enough to observe and record the sequence of layers, and to determine
whether the ground level had been truncated or preserved (i.e. whether the
level at which archaeology would survive had been disturbed or not).

A schematic section was recorded for each pit, with layers individually
described, a digital photograph taken and the upcast sorted through for finds.
In addition, several trial trenches were excavated by hand to expose specific
of service trench backfill, but this was visually scanned for residual finds.
Although the sections were dominated by the localised disturbance of the
services, several through the undisturbed sequence were recorded. A number
of machine-excavated test pits were also dug, but these were all within the
footprint of modern buildings. It was generally not possible to recover any
meaningful archaeological findings from the cores taken by the borehole rigs.
In addition to the watching brief, a radar survey was also undertaken in an
attempt to identify any areas of strong archaeological potential. Transects
were scanned across the Mill site and the former Focus car park.

None of the inspection pits appeared to intrude upon archaeological deposits.
Combined with the complete lack of even a single residual artefact in any of
the deposits exposed, this suggests that no intensive settlement activity is
present. Also gained was insight into the levels of truncation that have taken
place, a factor of crucial importance to archaeological survival in built-up
areas generally, and particularly relevant when close to railway sidings. In
this case, presumably because of the relatively flat topography, the railway
seems to have had little impact beyond its own obvious boundaries. Likewise,
the Mill site appears to be relatively undisturbed beyond the almost certain
disturbance around the footprint of the buildings. This is not true, however, for
the northern end of the Mill site fronting Station Road, where all of the pits
showed truncation and no natural was encountered, and was true for all of the
property fronting Station Road to the west of the Mill site. A combination of
large modern buildings overlying the plots of older domestic properties seems
to have had a significant impact on the original ground surface, although any
areas of old garden now overlain by open car park may have fared better; the
car parks of these properties are considerably higher than Station Road. This
might suggest a certain amount of made-ground overlying older truncation
(the inspection pit data did not contradict this), but the lie of the land also
suggests artificial landscaping of a slight natural slope along the southern
side of Station Road. Likewise, the former Focus car park, which showed no
sign of truncation, lies noticeably higher than Tenison Road beside it
(although a significant depth of tarmac and associated bedding material was
recorded).
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Results Pertaining to 10 and 20 Station Road

One window sample (WS610) was located in the front carpark of Jupiter House,
10 Station Road. Extending over 0.35m x 0.35m, 1.20m deep the sequence
consisted of:

e 0.06m tarmac

* 0.30m compacted stone

* 0.45m dark brown, dirty mixed sand-clay topsoil c. 19th century yellow
brick rubble to base.

Natural sub-strata was not reached in the hand-dug hole, although the borehole
core suggested that natural chalk marl was reached at a depth of 2.00m —
2.50m below the ground surface with no evidence of a surviving subsoil. The
car park is ¢.0.70m higher than Station Road, so despite a probable overburden
of made ground, some truncation associated with the 19th century housing on
the street front appeared to be present.

One test pit (TP505) was located towards the front of Leda House, 20 Station
Road. This machine-excavated hole was located in the under-building carpark
to inspect the building foundations. With an area of 1.60m x 0.60m, 1.60m
deep, the sequence consisted of:

* 0.40m tarmac and rubble
* 1.20m redeposited sand and gravel.

Two entire sections were composed of foundation or solid concrete wall. The
natural was severely truncated by the building works.

The location of the inspection pits and truncation shows a very clear east-
west swathe of disturbance along the line of Station Road. Although there is
every possibility that areas of undisturbed ground will survive, the inspection
pit data for the Station Road corridor is unambiguous. Likewise, the north-
south swathe is correspondingly unambiguous in its high level of survival. The
isolated exceptions are more than adequately accounted for by service cuts
and/or nearby building work. Otherwise, the expanses of hard-standing have
all been laid on bedding overlying the old topsoil or ground surface, potentially
resulting in a fairly extensive area of undisturbed ground within a city context.

Triangle Site Evaluation 2004 (Michaels 2004)

At the Triangle Site (immediately south and east of 10 & 20 Station Road) 20
trenches were excavated during site work in 2004 (Figure 1). Parts of the site
were found to be heavily truncated focused on strips bordering Hills Road and
the Mill site, and a degree of contamination was noted across the whole site.
In situ railway lines and the foundations of former buildings were recorded,
alongside cobbled surfaces and dumps of hardcore associated with railway
land use. The site was previously covered with railway sidings and
associated buildings dating to development of the area in the 19th century as
part of the Great Northern Goods Yards.

Preservation of subsoil was good in 80% of trenches, indicating that
truncation was limited to intensive pockets and that results could provide a
reliable indication of past land use.

Three archaeological features appeared to pre-date the railway construction.
Two ditches were interpreted as field boundaries dating at earliest from the
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17th or 18th centuries and a feature dated by surface finds was thought to be
a Medieval quarry pit.

The features indicate an agricultural land use, rather than any form of
intensive settlement or activity on the border of CB1.
CB1 Development (Mackay 2006)

An archaeological evaluation survey and watching brief was carried out by the
CAU during May 2006, on the site of the proposed CB1 redevelopment. The
test pit survey lay on the western side of the railway, both north and south of
the station, and west as far as Tenison Road, with the majority located on the
former Rank Hovis Mill site The watching brief of borehole, cone penetration
and window sample pits (Figure 1 green symbols) predominantly focused on
land alongside the railway, the other areas having previously been monitored
(Mackay 2005). The evaluation involved the opening of fourteen 2m-square
machine-excavated trenches.

The only archaeology encountered across the entire site occurred in a test pit
adjacent to Hills Road in 2005. The pit was extended in the hope of clarifying
the nature of the features, and succeeded in showing them to be pits rather
than the parallel ditches that they initially resembled. Considering their
proximity and similarity in both form and fill, these features were clearly
contemporary, and both were sealed by undisturbed subsoil. One pit
contained only a small sherd of probably early Roman pottery; a second pit
contained only worked flints, and despite the general paucity of worked flint
from the site, these pieces were almost certainly residual. The absence of any
later material would suggest a Roman date for the features. Lying in such
close proximity to the assumed line of the Roman Road, the Via Devana, and
cut into gravel, the assumption must be that these were roadside gravel
quarries for the maintenance of the road. Such activity has been observed on
a much larger scale near the junction of Hills Road and Cherry Hinton Road c.
400m to the southeast, but this interpretation was also based on a tiny
quantity of Roman pot and an absence of later finds. Taken together,
however, these features represent widespread, shallow, pre-modern gravel
extraction in an otherwise seemingly uninhabited area, adjacent to a major
Roman thoroughfare. Although no modern observation of the Via Devana has
been made — despite several archaeological trenches crossing its assumed
route (Mackay 2001a; 2001c; Evans, Mackay & Webley 2004) — it seems
possible that beyond the immediate environs of Roman Cambridge, the road
was never a substantial feature in terms of its physical make-up. It would be
difficult to account for the archaeological absence of a feature presumed to be
composed of rammed chalk and gravel, mounded into an impressive agger
(camber) some ten metres in width, lying between parallel flanking ditches.
Instead, on flat well-drained soil, and with no settlement requiring exact
boundaries to be fixed, a broad spread of compacted gravel may have
sufficed, and its route may now only be evident by its associated quarries.

A further six test pits were located within the Mill site, targeting the yard area
that monitoring in 2005 had identified as containing a relatively undisturbed
soil sequence. Within all but one of these a full soil sequence survived intact
overlying gravel, and there was no evidence for any truncation (of the gravel).
It appears that the original yard surfaces associated with the Mill were laid
straight onto agricultural soil in the 19th century; however, all sampling sites
were carefully sited to avoid the many services associated with the former
industrial use, and it must be presumed that a level of disturbance will have
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occurred from service trenches. The surviving soil sequences did appear to
be deeper along the south and southwestern edges of the site.

This second phase of fieldwork, consisting of a watching brief combined with
the excavation of specifically archaeological test pits, has enabled a much
wider mapping of potential truncation zones, as well as the location of areas
of potential archaeological survival. These results have reinforced the findings
of previous fieldwork, but have also shown a narrow zone of truncation
running north-northeast from the Station Road roundabout, within the Station
car park. This was an expected result, given the proximity of the railway and
the previous use of the land as engine sheds and yards crossed by lines of
track. What was surprising is that this truncation is relatively localised, and
pits only slightly to the east of the car park show a largely un-truncated
sequence within the area of former railway yards. There was also a seeming
lack of truncation within two pits at the southern end of the investigated area
immediately alongside the railway line just to the southwest of the station. An
analysis of historic mapping shows that these have remained as open
marshalling yards for a long period of time. The stratigraphy within test pits
east of Tenison Road has also confirmed original observations that at least
some of the earlier land is well preserved, sealed by a series of yard surfaces
associated with the marshalling yards that extended up from the main station
buildings. A detailed plan of the LNER facilities drawn in 1946 show
embankments within the marshalling yard (rather than down-cuttings), so
most likely imported material supplemented by layers of ash and clinker from
the engines themselves has been used to seal the older land surface. There
is also a pronounced change in level between AP712 and Tension Road,
suggesting that the road in itself must lie in a hollow truncating the natural
gravels.

Whilst the increased exposure of the sub-surface deposits combined with the
general archaeological sterility does inevitably hint at a relatively ‘quiet’
archaeological landscape, caution must, of course, be exercised in drawing
such conclusions on what remains a evidence to be obtained about the
archaeological landscape is the almost complete absence of artefacts.
Considering that all spoil from the hand-dug test pits was visually scanned,
and often sorted by trowel, and that six bucket-samples were hand-sorted for
every archaeological test pit, the paucity of finds is striking. Even the Roman
quarry pits were essentially empty, yielding only one tiny artefact of
contemporary date, environmental remains indicative of an agrarian
landscape and a few flints which suggest nothing beyond a ‘background
presence’ of prehistoric activity.

CB1 Excavations (Slater 2010)

Two adjacent areas were investigated (Figure 1 CRR10): an open-area
excavation (Area A) targeted on and expanding the area where
archaeological features were identified during the earlier evaluation and
watching brief, and 68.7m of evaluation trenching within a previously
inaccessible adjacent area (Area B).

Within the excavated area was a multi-phased Romano-British to Medieval
gravel quarry field, with evidence of Medieval and post-Medieval agricultural
activity and a phase relating to the development of the area as a railway
goods yard and sidings in the 19th century. Earlier prehistoric activity is
attested by the presence of a single pit located in the southwestern corner of
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Area A and which contained a single sherd of Early Bronze Age pottery, a
likely Bronze Age flint and a single fish spine. Identification of spelt or emmer
grains within the basal fill further reinforces the probable prehistoric date of
the feature. The presence of prehistoric activity within or close to investigation
was further suggested by the recovery of a small assemblage of largely
abraded Early Bronze Age pottery from a stratigraphically late Medieval pit
and Late Bronze Age and Iron Age pottery from Romano-British quarry pits.
Twelve flints, mostly of a Bronze Age date were also identified within later
features from across the excavated area.

The excavation of Area A required the mechanical removal of up to 1.2m of
industrial overburden, topsoil and subsoil before natural geology and
recognisable archaeological features were exposed. This soil profile was
recorded at the northwest, south, west and south east areas of the site, thus
providing a detailed developmental sequence of the excavated area.

Following the Romano-British quarrying, a horizon of compacted silty clays
sealed them and overlay the natural gravels. Varying in thickness from 0.2 to
0.6m, this deposit contained a small quantity of Medieval and early post-
Medieval pottery, as well as barley and wheat seeds and heavily fragmented
animal bone; all consistent with a Medieval agricultural horizon. Two furrow
bases were recorded as being contemporary with the development of this
horizon, as were seven quarry pits and two postholes.

Overlying the Medieval horizon across the entirety of Area A (Figure 1) was a
more homogenous deposit of a later ploughsoil which varied from 0.25 to
0.33m in depth with plough ruts visible at the horizon with the earlier Medieval
subsoil. Immediately sealing the ploughsoil in all but the western profile was a
series of deposits of ballast, demolition and industrial

material relating to the development and use of the railway during the 19th
and 20th centuries. Associated with these was a surface of brick sets,
thought to represent a siding within the southwestern profile. The western
profile contained none of the railway related deposits, but had a thick layer of
humic garden soil immediately overlying the ploughsoil and representing the
garden of the Earl of Derby public house.

Great Eastern House (Slater 2011)

Three evaluation trenches were excavated within the tarmac car park to the
immediate north of Great Eastern House (Figure 1 GEH10). The trenches,
48.9m in total length, were located to avoid buried services. Using a toothless
2m wide bucket, and under constant archaeological guidance, overburden
was removed until archaeological deposits were encountered. This was then
cleaned, planned and photographed prior to its removal, to expose earlier
deposits within the stratigraphic sequence. The excavation was stopped once
geological natural was encountered.

Concurrently, 18 geotechnical bore holes, test pits and test trenches were
closely monitored; any archaeological sequence was recorded for each
intervention when possible. The geotechnical interventions were either
Boreholes (BH; 0.4m max. dia., bored to a depth of 20—30m below present
ground surface) and Shallow Bores (WS; 0.3m max. dia., bored to a
maximum of 4m below the present ground surface). Where possible, the
upper, archaeological deposits and the uppermost sequence of geological
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sub-strata were recorded, although inundation of water restricted this within
the deeper Boreholes. Three Hand-dug Test Pits were dug, primarily to
identify the depth and nature of the foundations of Great Eastern House;
approximately 0.6m square, these varied in excavated depth between 0.6 and
1m. A series of four Hand-dug Test Trenches, dug primarily to expose the
location of modern services, were also recorded.

The absence of any prehistoric, Romano-British or Medieval cut features
within the evaluated area corresponds with the paucity of archaeology in the
vicinity of the Station Road/Tenison Road/Hills Road area; with the focus of
the maijority of identified archaeological activity being centred on the probable
line of the Via Devana. This further suggests a 'quiet' hinterland landscape of
extensive rather than intensive activity, likely associated with farming. The
use as farmland prior to the railway was attested to by the thick deposit of
agricultural soil identified across the whole of the evaluated and monitored
area, plus the single pit within Trench 3 that stratigraphically pre-dated the
railway development (but appeared high enough within the agricultural soil to
be of post-Medieval date). The almost complete sterility of the agricultural
horizon, even following intensive bucket-sampling every 5m along each
trench (with only one abraded sherd of Glazed Red Earthenware
forthcoming), further supports the suggestion of the evaluated area being
situated away from areas of occupation; a similar scarcity of material culture
being noted within the previous test-pitting phase (2006).

The construction of the segment of railway yard within the evaluated area at
the end of the 19th and early 20th centuries seemingly followed a
construction sequence designed to reinforce the base of the tracks, as well as
to provide a well-drained bed for the lines: a trench dug through the
agricultural soil allowed water to soak into the underlying gravels, whilst a
thick deposit of compacted sandy gravel ballast formed a stable foundation
for the laying of the track sleepers. The presence of compacted chalk-clay
between the sets of tracks, and seeming to be a capping deposit on top of the
agricultural soil, appears to represent the large-scale importation of material
onto the site during this construction phase. The thicker presence of this
material at the west end of Trench 1 corresponds well with the outside edge
of the westernmost track and it would seem likely that a higher bank would
have been located here to demarcate the edge of the railway from Tenison
Road. A borehole at the west of the current Great Eastern House showed a
similar profile, with the chalky clay a maximum of 0.16m in thickness sealing
the agricultural soil below.

A thicker deposit of an identical chalky clay material was located within two
Boreholes within the southwestern corner of the evaluated area at the
junction of Station and Tenison Roads. Corresponding with a raised mound or
bank on the 1927 and 1946 maps and clearly visible on the 1940 Luftwaffe
photograph, this likely formed a reinforced buffer at the end of the track.

Hill Residential Site Monitoring (Brittain and Billington 2012)

An archaeological investigation at the Hill Residential CB1 development site,
Cambridge, revealed two distinct phases of archaeology (Figure 1 Area C).
The first consisted of a dispersed cluster of small pits, dated by a single sherd
of pottery and a small associated flint assemblage to the Early Neolithic. Later
activity was restricted to evidence for a 16™/17"™ century agricultural field
system and two large 19™ century pits, potentially resulting from activities

10
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associated with the earliest development of the Cambridge Railway Station.
The ground immediately surrounding the archaeology, however, had been
significantly truncated by later activity, leaving the features, in effect, on an
island.

Land at the former Focus DIY (Morgan-Shelbourne 2014)

Nine trenches, each measuring 25m by 2m in extent, were excavated by Pre-
Construct Archaeology in April 2014 following the demolition of the former
Focus DIY store. Two small pits and four small ditches were identified, one of
which contained modern material; the remainder were undated, but presumed
to be relatively modern in origin.

Overall, a significant level of ground disturbance was revealed across the
whole area and especially towards the eastern side of the site where
Trenches 1 and 2 were located. The majority of this disturbance is the result
of the former use of the site as 19™-20"™ century railway sidings and layers of
made ground associated with this activity were present in Trenches 3-9. The
modern disturbance had in places truncated the natural substrate and
subsequently may have severely hindered the survival of any archaeological
remains pre-dating the post-medieval and modern periods. A few of the
undated features on site were visible from immediately beneath the
uppermost made-ground deposits and are consequently thought to relate to
late post-medieval/modern activities on site.

Summary of Archaeological Potential

In the light of the wider area’s known archaeological background, and given
the paucity of remains that have thus far been recovered through CB1’s
fieldwork-evaluation stages, (not withstanding the 2012 discovery of
prehistoric remains in Area C 190m to the east) the archaeological potential
of 10 & 20 Station Road (J4 & J3) can only be considered low. The direct
evidence from the plots themselves, whilst limited to a single borehole and
test pit, does suggest that this frontage area has suffered truncation in
relation to the 19™ century development of the area and then been
subsequently built up to create the present car park.

The impact of the proposed construction on any underlying archaeology,
however, would be significant, however further information would be required
to determine whether that impact is meaningful in terms of archaeology
actually being present given the proven degree of truncation in the
surrounding area. The most likely scenario is that it is not significant given
the low probability of archaeology surviving the existing structure’s
construction.

CB1 structures in the immediate vicinity (50 & 60 Station Road and the
Triangle Area) have been deemed not to warrant any further investigation, it
is anticipated that the same will apply to 10 & 20 Station Road.
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