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Summary

Wilby, Barn at Moat Farm (TM 2591 7189; WBY 018) Conditional planning consent for the
conversion of redundant farm buildings and construction of a swimming pool at Moat Farm,
Wilby required a programme of archaeological works. This report covers an initial phase of
monitoring of the groundworks associated with the barn conversion and a subsequent visit
made when the swimming pool had been excavated.

A series of representative underpinning trenches beneath the barn were examined
during the initial site visit. No archaeological features \q'&re identified and no finds recovered
from the upcast spoil. The existing brick base at t @?ﬁé@ﬂ'\ of the barn walls was found to
continue for c.0.2 metres below the existing gr%r%é 1, sitting directly on naturally

occurring boulder clay. o 2

The fully excavated swimming R\%& c§een during a second site visit. The vestiges
of a cobbled yard surface were seen @ %ﬁh of 0.35 metres lying directly on clean naturally
occurring clay subsoil. The mater@"‘o ying the cobbles comprised modern fill comprising
almost entirely of building debris. PS
(Stuart Boulter for S.C.C.A.S. & Mrs R. Regis; report no. 2007/157)
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Fig. 1 Site Location



1. Introduction

Planning consent for the conversion of an existing historic farm building, a 16" or 17"

century barn (Listedguilding No. 280285), and the construction of a swimming pool at Moat\

Farm Wilby (TN@%Q 7189) (Fig. 1), was conditional on the completion of a programm Ge

archaeologlgﬁ The initial requirement involved the monitoring of groundwo

principal 3(@ q&ﬁ nnmg associated with the extant barn and the excavation of a s&o |

pool. ¢

\V- S|te lies just to the north of and below a shallow spur on the 6 gﬁétr@,\éb tour line
g\gﬁ g¥e lay of the land sloping very gently down towards the north. The a«b?’orms part of a
complex associated with surviving elements of a medieval moat ( ¥ 001) and the
otential at the site for the presence of archaeological deposits of that date was considered to

be high and formed the basis from which Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service

Conservation Team (hereafter SCCASCT) defined the necessary archaeological work.

To that end, a Brief and Specification document (appended to this report) outlining the
required archaeological work was written by Jess Tipper of SCCASCT. Subsequently,
Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Field Team (hereafter SCCASFPT) was
commissioned by the project architect (Gorniak & McKechnie Ltd) to undertake the
archaeological work on behalf of Mrs R. Regis.

2. Methodology A
Two site visits were made; one on Friday 25" May 20@%‘ hile excavation for underpinning
was in progress, and a second on Monday 3™ Mar, after the swimming pool had been
fully excavated. All of the open excavations wete ined, as was the upcast spoil.

The site was recorded under the S o @\WBY 018 and the archive is held in the
county SMR in Bury St. Edmunds. G 0\09

\4
3. Results oV o“a
Visit 1(made by Stuart Boulter), unB'erpmnlng A total of seven sections of underpinning
trench were open at the time of the site visit (Fig. 2) giving a representative sample of the
north side and the eastern and western ends. The southern side had previously been
underpinned and no further work was being undertaken at that juncture.

In all of the underpinning trenches, the base of the existing dwarf brick wall,
supporting the wooden superstructure of the barn, was seen to continue down for ¢.0.2 metres
below the existing ground level and lay directly on very heavy boulder clay. No
archaeological features were recognised with all earlier interventions limited to recent
provision of services. On the basis that a representative sample of the area to be underpinned
had been seen, no further visits were considered necessary to see adjoining excavations that, \
would subsequen[{t} excavated.
\00
Visit 2 (ma‘ ?ﬁ‘hn Newman), swimming pool: At the time of the visit the entl ﬁq
for th rﬁmg pool had been excavated (Fig. 3). The edges of the hole pr ‘{dﬁ tical

& \)ugh the overburden and upper levels of the naturally OCCUI’FIH%
n earlier cobbled yard surface was visible at a depth of ¢.0.35 € d9|ng directly
{)(, e naturally occurring heavy clay subsoil. Overlying the cobbles %@’%odem layer
mprising almost entirely of building debris.



Monitored underpinning trenches are shown in red
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© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008
Fig. 2 Location of underpj .\\n%trenches
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Fig. 3 Location of the swimming pool



5. Discussion
Despite the high potential for evidence of medieval date, no archaeological features or
artefacts were revealed in what must be considered to be a representative sample of

groundworks associated with the barn conversion. \
Similarlyyt aeea for the swimming pool failed to provide evidence for anythln%\)"‘ c®
other than r\l&ﬁéebﬂnodern activity associated with the recent farmyard. k‘l o
R
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contractor the developer should be aware that certain of its requifements are likely to
impinge upon the working practices of a general building contractor and may have
financial implications.

Background

Planning permission for the conversion of a redundant farm building and also the construction
of a swimming pool with storage/changing room and boiler room at Moat Farm, Foals Green,
Wilby (TM 2588 7188), has been granted by Mid Suffolk District Council conditional upon an
acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried out (application 2925/06). The
local planning authority have been advised that the building is important and will need to be
recorded before development. In addition, areas OE\\)round disturbance will be recorded by
archaeological monitoring. \\ 'C-G
\

o

This application concerns the conversion of th ﬂ:‘farm building that lies within the curtilage
of a Grade Il Listed Building of special @lteg(ural and historic interest, which dates from the
late sixteenth or early seventeenth ceﬁﬁr sted Building 280285). A recent policy statement
on historic farm buildings by h tage and the Countryside Agency, endorsed by
English Nature and the Rur veé&pment Service (Living buildings in a living landscape:
finding a future for tradition n;\buildings, 2006 — available at www.helm/org.uk) advises
that recording of such structureea‘{)efore conversion works is desirable. The buildings will retain
important archaeological information concerning the construction, character, date, context and
use. Any groundworks associated with the conversion would cause significant ground
disturbance that has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists.

In addition, the application lies in an area of archaeological importance recorded in the County
Sites and Monuments Record, on the edge of a medieval moated enclosure (WBY 001).
There is high potential for encountering medieval occupation deposits at this location. The
proposed works would cause significant ground disturbance that has potential to damage any
archaeological deposit that exists.

In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field
Archaeologigf® this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execulti f
the proj Q;QDeﬁiled standards, information and guidance to supplement this brief %@&DSGQ
found L{rﬁerstanding Historic Buildings; A guide to good recording practic h
H 66.%06) and Standard and Guidance for the archaeological investigation Q;\lf Iy ding
s@éﬂing buildings or structures (Institute of Field Archaeologists (ﬁ‘ chnical
ards, applicable to detailed survey, are covered by Metric Sur\\gy ication for
glish Heritage (English Heritage 2000). A Project Design or Written Investigation

(0‘\'3 (PD/WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline? cification of minimum
w

requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted developers, or their
agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of 'Suffolk County Council
(Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work
must not commence until this office has approved both the archaeological contractor as
suitable to undertake the work, and the PD/WSI as satisfactory. The PD/WSI will provide the
basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether the requirements of the
planning condition will be adequately met.



15 Before commencing work the project manager must carry out a risk assessment and liase with
the site owner, client and the Conservation Team of SCCAS (SCCAS/CT) in ensuring that all
potential risks are minimised.

2. Brief for Arc&}seologlcal Recording and Monitoring 0\\

2.1 To cogﬂ% Fr English Heritage (2006) Level 2 descriptive record combine Qltlﬁ%?
phot@{;ra@}d“a survey of the barn before the demolition takes place. \\! \50

2.2 090 g‘?wde a record of archaeological deposits which are damaged ?i by any
0\ opment [including services and landscaping] permitted by the curr *T g consent.

5%{5“ The excavation of the swimming pool, building footing trenghﬁqo service trenches,
underpinning and replacement of the internal floor of the barn, as well &5 any other works that
might disturb below-ground archaeological remains, are to be observed during stripping and
after they have been excavated. Adequate time is to be allowed for archaeological recording

of archaeological deposits during excavation, and of soil sections following excavation.

2.4 The academic objective will be to provide an understanding of the nature and development of
the farm building and it's immediate context. There is also the potential to produce evidence
for medieval, and possibly earlier, occupation of the site relating to the moated enclosure.

3. Arrangements for Monitoring

3.1 To carry out the monitoring work the developer will appoint an archaeologist (the
archaeological contractor) who must be approved by$CCAS/CT see 1.3 above.

3.2 The developer or his archaeologist will glvefﬁi:ﬁ}fs CT five working days notice of the

commencement of ground works on the rder that the work of the archaeological
contractor may be monitored. The me orm of development will also be monitored to
ensure that it conforms to prewous ocations and techniques upon which this brief is
based. “0 0

3.3 Allowance must be madesto c&ver archaeological costs incurred in monitoring the
development works by the coRtract archaeologist. The size of the contingency should be
estimated by the approved archaeological contractor, based upon the outline works in
paragraph 2.3 of the Brief and Specification and the building contractor’'s programme of works
and time-table.

3.4 If unexpected remains are encountered SCCAS/CT must be informed immediately.
Amendments to this specification may be made to ensure adequate provision for
archaeological recording.

4. Specification

4.1 English Heritage Level 2 recording will cover both the interior and exterior of the building.
Both the extg r and interior will be viewed, described and photographed. A plan, and 2@
drawin @’9 de€med necessary, should be made based on either an architects drawm@b
Ordn ?\“vey The record will present conclusions regarding their location, \Kfm
d Q t and use. (\\ \5

42\$ aé%eveloper shall afford access at all reasonable times to both & ty Council
“0 onservatlon Team archaeologist and the contracted ‘observing gist’ to allow
5\)( \\'D archaeological observation of building and engineering operations rb the ground.
P Opportunity must be given to the ‘observing archaeologist’ to hancP excavate any discrete
archaeological features which appear during earth moving operations, retrieve finds and make
measured records as necessary. Where it is necessary to see archaeological detail one of the
soil faces is to be trowelled clean.

4.4 All archaeological features exposed must be planned at a minimum scale of 1:50 on a plan
showing the proposed layout of the development.



4.5 All contexts must be numbered and finds recorded by context. All levels should relate to
Ordnance Datum.

4.6 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental
remains. Besfypractice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeologiﬁi(
deposits @(&6 govision should be made for this. Advice on the appropriateness q&(\‘ e

propos tr, nggies will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heritage Regional A(@Qergm%'

Arc OI?@I Science (East of England). A guide to sampling archaeologi%qq g@ its

p .L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeologi its for

\* \(\)@;hmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. \*% \og\
ﬁ OGRII finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this g(t&?q{eegre agreed with
S (G“ SCCAS/CT during the course of the evaluation). (¢

4.8 The data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and approved by,
the County Sites and Monuments Record.

5. Report Requirements

5.1 An archive of all records and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principles of
Management of Archaeological Projects (MAP2), particularly Appendix 3.This must be
deposited with the County Sites and Monuments Record within 3 months of the completion of
work. It will then become publicly accessible.

5.2 Finds must be appropriately conserved and storgd in accordance with UK Institute of
Conservators Guidelines. The finds, as an indjgfoluble part of the site archive, should be
deposited with the County SMR if the Iandow@) iq!\%e persuaded to agree to this. If this is
not possible for all or any part of the finds qﬁh@e hen provision must be made for additional
recording (e.g. photography, illustratio \ﬁhal,xsls) as appropriate. Account must be taken of
any requirements the County SNG% ng? have regarding the conservation, ordering,
organisation, labelling, marking @\gto&@ of excavated material and the archive.

\4

5.3 A report on the fieldwork a@) éh?/e, consistent with the principles of MAP2, particularly
Appendix 4, must be providedPirhe report must summarise the methodology employed, the
stratigraphic sequence, and give a period by period description of the contexts recorded, and
an inventory of finds. The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly
distinguished from its interpretation. The Report must include a discussion and an assessment
of the archaeological evidence, including palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from
palaeosols and cut features. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the
archaeological value of the results, and their significance in the context of the Regional
Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000).

5.4 A summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology
in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute of Archaeology, must be prepared
and included 'iQ the project report.

\

http://ads.alpds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed \Y (é
L qr d Creators forms. (‘" \6
o> ? oV
5.6$o cﬁarts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to t @V\g&(}\'his should
o\ Ohclude an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copys* de,ﬂ 0 be included

0“ 'be with the archive).
&% SO

¢ - | &
5.5 At the Ei@ﬂ .Q;Q/vork (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS onlmeggh%?{sg@
i 1


http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper

Suffolk County Council
Archaeological Servicg\Conservation Team
Environment and uacé\é@rt Department
Shire Hall 9 (q\
Bury St Edngggq 0
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Tel: 01284 352197 A

E-mail: jess.tipper@et. suf&l&%ag\puk
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)
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This brief and specification remains valid for six months from the above date. If work is not

carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified
and arevised brief and specification may be issued.

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work
required by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation
of Suffolk County Council, who have the

Team of the Archaeological Service

responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning Authx\rlty
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