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Introduction

An application has been made (C/07/1553) to construct office buildings and associated parking 
on the site of the former Shepherd and Dog Piggeries, Felixstowe Road, Foxhall.  Planning 
consent was conditional on an archaeological evaluation being undertaken. The plot is centred 
on TM 2224 4148 (Fig. 1), and is currently occupied by piles of demolition rubble over former 
footings of the pig sheds, with a strip of grassland to the west.

The development covers an area of 2.16 hectares, and lies at roughly 23.5m OD.  The plot is flat 
and has an underlying drift geology of gravely clay sand.  It is surrounded by open farmland to 
the west, Felixstowe Road to the south, the A14 to the south east and housing and a caravan park 
to the north and north east.

The site lies in an area of high archaeological importance, just 100m north of thirteen probable 
Bronze Age burial mounds, recorded on the county Historic Environment Record (HER) as FXL 
011, NAC 004 – 013 and BUC 006 and 007 (Figure 2).  This area, known locally as ‘Seven 
Hills’, is an obvious focus of prehistoric activity and is a scheduled ancient monument.  
Prehistoric evidence is often scattered in nature, suggesting the site has high potential for further 
activity. 

A bore hole survey was conducted prior to the evaluation by Richard Jackson PLC.  This gave an 
accurate soil profile suggesting natural subsoil would be encountered at between 0.15m and 0.5m 
(Richard Jackson PLC, 2007). 

The development proposal includes significant ground disturbance so considering the location of 
the site in relation to known archaeology, it was deemed necessary to evaluate this plot in the 
first instance.  A Brief and Specification for the archaeological work (Appendix 1) was produced 
by Jess Tipper of Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service (SCCAS) Conservation Team.  

Methodology 

Twelve trenches were excavated to the level of the natural subsoil in November and December 
2007 and July 2008 using a wheeled JCB machine fitted with a 1.5m wide toothless ditching 
bucket. These were located across the development area in an attempt to sample as much of the 
plot as possible, in locations agreed by SCCAS Conservation Team (Fig. 3). 410.5m of trench 
were excavated representing roughly 4% of the total area, under constant supervision from the 
observing archaeologist.  The trenches were excavated in a number of stages due to on site 
conditions changing regularly. 

Both the excavated topsoil and the exposed surface of the trenches were examined visually for 
finds and features.

The site was recorded under the Historic Environment Record (HER) code FXL 057.  

The trenches were planned at a scale of 1:50 and their locations within the development area 
determined manually using measuring tapes. The site archive will be deposited in the County 
HER at Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds.  

The site and subsequent results are recorded on OASIS, the online archaeological database, 
under the code Suffolkc1-35032. 
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Figure 1. Site Location 

 ©Crown Copyright.  All rights reserved.  Suffolk County Council.  Licence No. 100023395 2008 

Figure 2. Location of development area in relation to Bronze Age burial mounds (red spots) 
recorded on the county HER (FXL 011, NAC 004 – 013, BUC 006, 007) 
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Results

The trenches were located across the development area in an attempt to sample as much of the 
plot as possible (Fig. 3).  They were excavated in a number of stages due to large piles of 
demolition rubble occupying the site at various points throughout the evaluation.  It was not 
possible to excavate at the southern end of the site due to the site compound, a protected tree and 
the presence of an electricity main through here. 

The position of the trenches through the north of the site was determined by the presence of a 
water main, piles of spoil and a modern pit to the north east which was visible from the surface. 

Visibility in all trenches was moderate due to modern disturbance within most of them. 

©Crown Copyright.  All rights reserved.  Suffolk County Council.  Licence No. 100023395 2008

Figure 3. Location of trenches, the compound and modern pits 

Trench 1 
Trench 1 was aligned almost N-S and ran through the west of the plot, through grassland.  It was 
99m long and was excavated to an average depth of 0.3m through topsoil, comprising a dark 
brown sandy loam (same over the whole site), onto natural subsoil, a pale yellow/orange clay 
sand (same over the whole site).  Only modern disturbance was seen occasionally throughout the 
trench, with no archaeological finds or features revealed. 

Trench 2 
Trench 2 was aligned almost E-W and was excavated through the former footings of the 
piggeries.  It was 59m long and was excavated to a maximum depth of 0.2m through disturbed 
ground comprising demolition rubble, onto natural subsoil.  In places it was shallower than 0.2m, 
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Treneneeneneneneneneneneneneeneneneneennnenchchchchchchchchchchchhchchchchhchhccccccc 11 1 1 1111111111 w ww w w ww ww w wwww wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwaaasaaaaaa  aligned almost N-S and ran through the west of the plot, throroooroooooooooooouguguuuguguguguguguguguguguguugugugugugugugguguuuuggguguugu h hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh grgrgrgrggrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrggrgrgrggrgrggrgrgrgrgggggggggg asasasasasasasasassasssasassasssasasasssssasa sslssssssssss and.  It was 
9999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999999 mm mmm m m mm mmm m lololololololololololololololololololololoololooooooooollooooonnnnnngnnnnnnnnnn  and was excavated to an average depth of 0.3m through topspssssssssssoioiiooioiiiiiiioioioioioioioioioioioooooooo l,l,l,l,l,l,l,ll,ll,l,l,l,ll,l,l,l, cc c cccccc c ccccccomomomomomomomomomomomommmmmmommomomommmmmomommommmmmpppppprppprprprpppppppppppp isi ing a dark 
brbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrrrrbrbrrbrrbbbbrbrrowowoowowowoowowowowowowowowowoowowowowoowowooowwo nn n sandy loam (same over the whole site), onto natural subsoil, a papapapapapapapapaappaaapapapapaaapaleleleleeeleleeleleleelelelelelllllelle y y y y yy yyy yyy yyy yyy yy yyyyeleleleleleleleleleleleleleleeeeeeeeeee low/orange clay 
ssasss nd (same over the whole site).  Only modern disturbance was seen occacacacaccaaccaccccccc sionally throughout the
trench, with no archaeological finds or features revealed. 

Trench 2 
Trench 2 was aligned almost E-W and was excavated through the former footings of the 
piggeries.  It was 59m long and was excavated to a maximum depth of 0.2m through disturbed 
ground comprising demolition rubble, onto natural subsoil.  In places it was shallower than 0.2m, 



with hardly any subsoil or disturbance over the natural subsoil.  Again only modern disturbance 
was noted within the trench. 

Trench 3 
Trench 3 was aligned almost N-S and ran through the eastern side of the site through the former 
footings of the piggeries.  It was 50m long and excavated to a maximum depth of 0.4m through 
disturbed ground comprising demolition rubble, 0.1m topsoil, onto natural subsoil.  Modern 
disturbance, including the remains of the piggery footings, was seen regularly throughout this 
trench, with no archaeological finds or features revealed. 

Trench 4 
Trench 4 was aligned NNE-SSW.  It was 44m long and excavated to a maximum depth of 0.2m 
through disturbed ground comprising demolition rubble and 0.1m topsoil.  Towards the northern 
end it was shallower than 0.2m and almost no subsoil or disturbance was visible over the natural 
subsoil.  Again only modern disturbance was noted. 

Trench 5 
Trench 5 was aligned NW-SE and was dug adjacent to the compound at the southern end of the 
site.  It was 22m long and considerably deeper than the other trenches.  Its maximum depth was 
c.1m, and it was excavated through c.0.2m of disturbed ground, c.0.4m topsoil and c.0.4m 
subsoil, comprising a mid brown soft sand, onto natural subsoil.  A modern pit was encountered 
in the natural subsoil at a depth of 1m, suggesting the build-up above this was fairly recent. 

Trench 6 
Trench 6 was aligned almost E-W and was 26m long.  It was excavated to a maximum depth of 
0.2m, through demolition rubble, c.0.1m topsoil onto natural subsoil.  Again in places almost no 
topsoil was visible over the natural subsoil.  Again only modern disturbance was noted. 

Trench 7 
Trench 7 was also aligned almost E-W and was 14m long.  It was also excavated to a maximum 
depth of 0.2m through demolition rubble, c.0.1m topsoil onto natural subsoil.  It also had very 
little topsoil in places, and only modern disturbance. 

Trench 8 
Trench 8 was aligned almost N-S and was 16.5m long.  It was extensively disturbed, and so was 
excavated to varying depths.  Natural subsoil was noted at c.0.4m, but was only visible in places.  
No archaeological finds or features were seen. 

Trench 9 
Trench 9 was aligned SSE-NNW and was 10m long.  It was excavated to a depth of 0.3m 
through topsoil onto natural subsoil.  No disturbance was noted in this trench, and no 
archaeology was revealed either. 

Trench 10a 
Trench 10a was aligned E-W and was 8.8m long.  It was excavated to a depth of c.0.3m through 
disturbed ground.  No natural subsoil was encountered in this trench and due to the presence of 
asbestos within a modern pit, it was abandoned at this depth. 

Trench 10b 
Trench 10b was aligned N-S and was 11.2m long.  It was also excavated to a depth of c.0.3m 
through disturbed ground.  Disturbed natural subsoil was noted at the S end of the trench, but the 
rest of it was completely disturbed and it was again abandoned. 
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TrTT ench 4 was aligned NNE-SSW.  It was 44m long and excavated to a maximum depth of 0.2m 
through disturbed ground comprising demolition rubble and 0.1m topsoil.  Towards the northern 
end it was shallower than 0.2m and almost no subsoil or disturbance was visible over the natural
subsoil.  Again only modern disturbance was noted. 

Trench 5 
Trench 5 was aligned NW-SE and was dug adjacent to the compound at the southern end of thet
site.  It was 22m long and considerably deeper than the other trenches.  Its maximum depth was 
c.1m, and it was excavated through c.0.2m of disturbed ground, c.0.4m topsoil and c.0.4m 
subsoil, comprising a mid brown soft sand, onto natural susususususussussssusussssusususususssssus bsoil.  A modern pit was encountered 
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Trench 7 
Trench 7 was also aligned almost E-W and was 14m long.  It was also excavated to a maximum 
depth of 0.2m through demolition rubble, c.0.1m topsoil onto natural subsoil.  It also had very 
little topsoil in places, and only modern disturbance. 

Trench 8 
Trench 8 was aligned almost N-S and was 16.5m long.  It was extensively disturbed, and so was 
excavated to varying depths.  Natural subsoil was noted at c.0.4m, but was only visible in places.  
No archaeological finds or features were seen. r
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asbestos within a modern pit, it was abandoned at this depth.

Trench 10b
Trench 10b was aligned N-S and was 11.2m long.  It was also excavated to a depth of c.0.3m 
through disturbed ground.  Disturbed natural subsoil was noted at the S end of the trench, but the 
rest of it was completely disturbed and it was again abandoned.



Trench 11 
Trench 11 was aligned almost N-S and was 10m long.  It was excavated to a depth of c.0.3m 
through topsoil onto natural subsoil.  No disturbance was noted within this trench, but no 
archaeology was revealed either. 

Trench 12 
Trench 12 was excavated once the large piles of demolition rubble were removed from site.  It 
was monitored by John Newman.  It was 40m long and aligned almost N-S.  It was excavated to 
a depth of 0.2m and no archaeology was noted (Newman, pers.comm.).   The area adjacent to 
Trench 12 was also intermittently monitored prior to the removal of the concrete rubble piles but 
again, no archaeology was revealed. 

Conclusion 

This evaluation revealed no archaeological finds or features, in spite of its location in relation to 
known archaeology to the south.  The extensive modern disturbance is somewhat expected due 
to the previous use of the site as a piggery and the location of the site immediately adjacent to the 
A14.  Consequently a large number of services and modern interventions were encountered.  
This disturbance would have destroyed any archaeology present as the natural subsoil, where 
encountered, was very shallow. 

Due to the nature and level of the modern disturbance, no further archaeological intervention is 
thought to be necessary at this site. 

Clare Good, September 2008 
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inconvenience caused to clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that 
expressed in the report. 
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Trench 11 was aligned almost N-S and was 10m long.  It was excavated to a depth of c.0.3m 
through topsoil onto natural subsoil.  No disturbance was noted within this trench, but no 
archaeology was reeeeveveveveveveveveveveeveveeveevevevevveeveevvvvvvvveealaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ed either. 

Trench 12 
Trench 112 2 2 2 2 2 2 22 2 22 22222222222 wawawawawawawawawawawaawawaawawwawwwawww s ss sss s s s ssssssssss s exeeeexexexxxxexexexexeeexeexeexexe cavated once the large piles of demolition rubble were removeddddddddddddddddddddddd ffff ffffff f ffffff fffffffffrrororororororororororrorrorrrrrr m mmm mmm m mmmmmmmm mmmmmmm m sisisisisisssisissiisisisiisisisisisiiss ttttttetettttette.  It 
was s momomomomomomomomomomomomomooomomoooooninnnininininnninininnnnnnn totototootoooooooooootoootooooootott rererererrererererererererererereeerererrrr dd dddddddddddddddd byb  John Newman.  It was 40m long and aligned almost N-S.   ItItItItItItIttItItIttItItIIIII wwww wwww wwwwwwwwwwwwwasasasasasasasasasaassassasassssas e eee e e eee e eeeee eee eexxxxcxcxxxxcxcxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx avated to 
a aa aaaaaaa aaaa a aaa a dedededdedededededededededededededededdedededddeddddddddedeptptptpptpptptptptptptptttptptpppp h hhh h h hhhhhhh hhhh ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoofooofofofoooofofoofoo 0 00000000.22m and no archaeology was noted (Newman, pers.comm.).   ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThTTThThThThTTTTThThTThTTThhTTT eee eeeeeee eeeeeeeee ararrrarararararrararararrrrararreaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaaaeeee  a djd acent to 
TrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTTrTrTrTrTTTrTTrTTT enenenenenennnenenennenenenenennenenenennnennnneeeeeee hchchchchchchchcchchchchchchchchchchchcchccc  112 was also intermittently monitored prior to the removal of thhe ee eeeeee eeeeeee eeee cocococococococococococoocoooccoococccccc ncncncncncncnccncncncncnccnccncccnccccncncrerererererererererererererererererereeeereeereeerrer tetetttttttttt  rubble piles but 
agagagagagagaggagagagagagagagagaaagagaaaggagagaagggaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaa n, no archaeology was revealed.

Conclusion 

This evaluation revealed no archaeological finds or features, in spite of its location in relation to 
known archaeology to the south.  The extensive modern disturbance is somewhat expected due 
to the previous use of the site as a piggery and the location of the site immediately adjacent to the 
A14.  Consequently a large number of services and modern interventions were encountered.  
This disturbance would have destroyed any archaeology present as the natural subsoil, where
encountered, was very shallow. 
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Appendix 1
SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL 

A R C H A E O L O G I C A L  S E R V I C E  -  C O N S E R V A T I O N  T E A M  

Brief and Specification for a Trenched Evaluation 

FORMER SHEPHERD & DOG PIGGERIES, FELIXSTOWE ROAD, NACTON 

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety responsibilities, see 
paragraphs 1.7 and 1.8. 

1. Background

1.1 A planning enquiry has been made to develop land at the Former Shepherd & Dog Piggeries, 
Felixstowe Road, Nacton (TM 2222 4150).

1.2 The Planning Authority (Suffolk Coastal District Council) will be advised that any consent should 
be conditional upon an agreed programme of work taking place before development begins (PPG 
16, paragraph 30 condition). A trenched evaluation of the application area will be required as the 
first part of a programme of archaeological mitigation; decisions on the need for, and scope of, 
any further work will be based upon the results of the evaluation and will be the subject of 
additional briefs.  

1.3 This application lies in an area of high archaeological importance recorded in the County Sites 
and Monuments Record, to the north of an important group of prehistoric burial monuments 
known as Seven Hills Round Barrows (FXL 011) that is statutorily protected (Scheduled 
Monument 21282). There is high potential for archaeological deposits to be disturbed by any 
development. The proposed works would cause significant ground disturbance that has potential 
to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

1.4 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, the 
definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be defined 
and negotiated with the commissioning body. 

1.5 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be found in Standards 
for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 14, 
2003.

1.6 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 
this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the project. A Project 
Design or Written Scheme of Investigation (PD/WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying 
outline specification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be 
submitted by the 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. 

1.7 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to 
provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination.  The developer should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impact on any archaeological 
deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservation Team of 
the Archaeological Service of SCC before execution. 

1.8 The responsibility for identifying any restraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monument status, 
Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife 
sites &c.) rests with the commissioning body and its archaeological contractor.  The existence 
and content of the archaeological brief does not over-ride such restraints or imply that the target 
area is freely available. 
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1.11111111111111  Background

1.1 A planning enquiry has been made to develop land at the Former Shepherd & Dog Piggeries, 
Felixstowe Road, Nacton (TM 2222 4150).

1.2 The Planning Authority (Suffolk Coastal District Council) will be advised that any consent should
be conditional upon an agreed programme of work taking place before development begins (PPG
16, paragraph 30 condition). A trenched evaluation of the application area will be required as the 
first part of a programme of archaeological mitigation; decisions on the need for, and scope of, 
any further work will be based upon the results of the evaluation and will be the subject of 
additional briefs.  

1.3 This application lies in an area of high archaeologigigigigigigigigigiggigigigggggggggigiggigg cacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaacacaaccccaac l llllllll imi portance recorded in the County Sites
and Monuments Record, to the north of an iiiiiimpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpmpmppmpmpmppmmmmmmmmpmpmpmmmmmmporororooooooororooorororoorrtatatatatatatatatatatatatatattattatatattatattattat ntntntntntntntntntntntntnttntnntntntntnnnnnnn  group of prehistoric burial monuments 
known as Seven Hills Round Barrows ((((((((((((((FXFXXFXFXFXXFXFXFXXFXXXFXXXXXXXXFXXXFF L L LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL 011010101010101010101010101010101100000 1111111111111111111111)))))) )))))))))) that is statutorily protected (Scheduled
Monument 21282). There is high potentitiitiiitiititiititititttttt alalalalalalalalalalalaaaalaaalalalaaaala f ffffffffffff ffororororrororororororooorororrr aaaaaaaararraaaaaaraaaaaaaaaa chchc aeological deposits to be disturbed by any 
development. The proposed works woooowowowowowowowoooooooowoowooooulululululululululuululululuuuuuuu d d d d d d d dddd ddd dddddddddd caccacaaaacacacacacaacaccacacaacaacaaaacausuususuususususususususuususususususususussssusuususeee eeeeeee significant ground disturbance that has potential 
to damage any archaeological depepposososososossssososossossosooosossososososoooososssititittititititttttitii t ttttttttttttthahahahahahahaaahahaaaahaahahaahaahahaaahaaat tt t tt ttttt ttt ttt ttt exeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee isi ts. 

1.4 All arrangements for the field d dd dddddddddddd eveveveveveveveveeveveveveeevveveveveee alalalalaalalaalluauauauauauauauaaauauauauauaauauaauauauauaauuauuuau titititittititittititittttiioooonoooo  of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, the 
definition of the precise area ooff ffffff ffffff lalaaalalalalaalalalalaalalalalalalalalalalalalaalaaandndndndnndndndndndndnndnndn holding and area for proposed development are to be defined
and negotiated with the commissssssioning body. 

1.5 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be found in Standards
for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 14, 
2003.

1.6 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 
this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the project. A Project 
Design or Written Scheme of Investigation (PD/WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying //
outline specification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be 
submitted by the developers, or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeologig cal
Service of SSufufufufufffufufufufufufufufuuufuuuuuufuffu fofffffffffffffff lk County Council (Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 000000000000000000000000000011111121111111111 84 
352443) ) fofofofofofooooofofooooofofooooor rrrrrr rrrrr rrr r r rr r apapapapapapapapapaapapapapppprprppppppppppprpppppppppppppp oval. The work must not commence until this office has approved bobboobobobobobobobobobobobobobobbbobobbbobboobooththtthththtthththttththththhttthtt  tt tttttttttttttttttthehehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  
archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeolololollolololololololoooloolooolooloooologogogogogogogogogogogogoggogooggggogooooo icicicccccccccccccalalaalaaalalalalalalaaalaaaaalalaa cccc cccccccccconoo tractor as suitable to undertake the work, and the PD/WSI as saatitisfsfsfsfsfsfsfsffsfsfsfsfsfsfsfsffsfssfsfssfs acacacacacacacacacacacacacacaaacaccacacacccaaa tototototototottotottotototoottt ryyyryryryryryryryryryryryryryyryryyryrrr ....  ... ThThTTTTTTTThTTTTTTTT ee 
PDD/W/W/W/W/W/WW/W/W/W/WWWW/W/W/W/WW/W//W/W/W/WWWSISSSISISSISSSISSSSISISISISSSISS  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwililililililililililiiiililillillilillll l ll llll lllll prpp ovide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to estabblilililiiliiliiiiililiiiiiiishshsssshshshshshshshshshshshshssssssssssss  wwwwwwwwwwwwwhheheheheeheheheeheheheheheheeheheheheheeheheeheheeheeeeh thththththththththththththttthttttttttthttt er the 
rereerererereeeeeerererereeerereererequququququququququququququququququuuuquqqqqq irriririririiiirirrrrrriirememememememememememememememememeemeemeemeeeeeeeneneeeeee ts of the planning condition will be adequately met. 

1.1..77777777777777777777 BBB B BB B B B B B B B BBBBBBB BB B BBBB Befefefefefefefefefefefeeefefefefefefefefffe oooooroooooooooooo e any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsnssssssssssssibibibbibibibibbbibbbbbbbbbbbbibibbbibbibbbbii ililiilililililililililililililllllii itititititititttittititittitttitttiiiityyyyy y yyyyyyyyyy ofofofofofofofofofofoofofofofooffofofoofoofoooooofooo  t tt t t t tt t tttt tthehhhehehhhehehhhhehhhhhhhhhh  developer to
pppprpp ovide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminatedddd llllllllll l l l lllanaananananananananananaananaanaaaaanaaanndd ddddddd dddddddddd rereerereerereeeeereerererereeeererereerereerepopopoppppopopopoppopopopopopppppppopppppp rt for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination.  The develooooooloooolooooooooooooopepepepepeppepepepepppepepppp r rr rrrr rr rrr rrrrrrrrrrrrr rrr shshshshshshshshshshsshshsssshshssssssss ould be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impmpmpmpmpmppppppmpmpppmppaaaacaaaaaaaa t on any archaeological 
deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservation Team of 
the Archaeological Service of SCC before execution. 

1.8 The responsibility for identifying any restraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monument status,
Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife 
sites &c.) rests with the commissioning body and its archaeological contractor.  The existence 
and content of the archaeological brief does not over-ride such restraints or imply that the target 
area is freely available. 



2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

2.1 Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular regard to any 
which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ [at the discretion of the developer]. 

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 
colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing with 
preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and orders 
of cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before proceeding to the next phase of the project. Field evaluation 
is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of potential.  Any further 
excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an 
assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. Each stage will be the 
subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document covers only the evaluation 
stage.

2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service 
of Suffolk County Council (address as above) five working days notice of the commencement of 
ground works on the site, in order that the work of the archaeological contractor may be 
monitored.

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on this basis when 
defining the final mitigation strategy. 

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a minimum 5% by area, which is c. 1080m2 of the 
total site area that measures 2.16ha. (see accompanying plan). These shall be positioned to 
sample all parts of the site.  Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling 
method.  Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be 
demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of c. 600m of trenching at 1.8m in width.  If excavation 
is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.2m wide must be used. A scale plan 
showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the Project Design and 
the detailed trench design must be approved by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Service before field work begins. 

3.2 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a back-acting arm 
and fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine excavation is to be under the direct control and 
supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeological material.

3.3 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned 
off by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by 
hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine.   The 
decision as to the proper method of further excavation will be made by the senior project 
archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.4 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum disturbance 
to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological features, e.g. solid 
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2.2.2.22.22.2.22.22.22222222222 4 44 44 44444 EsE tablish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.222222222222222 5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing with 
preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and orders 
of cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before proceeding to the next phase of the project. Field evaluation
is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of potential.  Any further 
excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an 
assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. Each stage will be the 
subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document covers only the evaluation
stage.

2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give the e e e e CoCoCoCCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCCooCCoCoCoCooCCCCCCCCCCC nsnsnsnnnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnnsnsnsnsnnnnnnsnssssererererererrrerrrerererererrererererererrrerrrerereeervavavvavavavavvavavavavavavavavavavaavvvation Team of the Archaeological Service
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ground works on the site, in order thaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaat tttttt t ttt ttt ttt tttt thththththththththththththtthttthtttthtthtt e eee eee e e e eeeeee e e wowwowowwowowowowowowowowooowwowwwwwwwwww rk of the archaeological contractor may be 
monitored.

2.8 If the approved evaluation desigigggigggggggggggggggggggggggggggn n n n nn nnn n nnnn nnnnnnnnn isisisisissisisssisissisisssss n nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnototototototototototoootototototototttootottoottoooo ccccc c ccccccccccarried through in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplettttttttte)e)e)e)e)e)e)e)e)e)e)eee)e))e)e)e)e)ee)e)e)ee)e))))) ttt t tt tttttttttttthehehehehehhehehehheheheeeheeeeeheeeee e e ee ee e ee eee e e e e eee e ee  eevvvvvvavavvvvvavvv luation report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
of an archaeological deposit mmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayaayayayayayayayayayayaayayaayayyyyy bbbb bb bbbb bbbe presumed, and untested areas included on this basis when 
defining the final mitigation stratettttetttttt gy.

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below.

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a minimum 5% by area, which is c. 1080m2 of the
total site area that measures 2.16ha. (see accompanying plan). These shall be positioned to
sample all parts of the site.  Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling
method.  Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be
demonstratededddddddddddddddddddddd;; ; ; ;; ; ;;;; this will result in a minimum of c. 600m of trenching at 1.8m in width.  If excaaaaaavavavavavavavavavavavavvavavvvavavvavvvvvvaation 
is mechaninnininininniniiiiiininnnnnin seseseseseseseeesesesesesesesesesesesesesssesssssesesess d ddddddd ddddddd a aaaaaaaaaaaaaa toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.2m wide must be used. A scccccccccccccccccccccalalalaallaalalalalalalalalallalaaaalaalaaaaaleeeee e eeeeeeeeeeeee pplplplplplplplplpllpplplplplpllppppp anaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  
showinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng g g gg g gg g ggg ggg g gggggggggggggg ththththththththththththtthtthhththhthtthhhtht ee ee prprprprpppprprprprprpprprpprprpprrprprprprprpropopoooopopopopooooopoooooo osed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the Projeectctcttctttttctttttttttttt D D D DDDDD D D DD D D DDDDDDDDDDDeeeseseseeesesesseseseseeseeeee igigigigggigigigigiggggiggigigiggggiiggnnnnnn n nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnn n aaaaaananaaaaa d d
the e dededededededededededededdddddddddd tatatatatatatatatattatatatattattailillillilililililiilililiililillillledeedededededededededededdededededdedeedddddedded ttttttttttttttttrench design must be approved by the Conservation Team of the e e ArArArArAArArAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA chchchchhchchchhchhchchhhaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeeeaaa oooolololoooooooooooooooooooooo ogical 
SeSeSeSeSeSeSeeSeeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeeeSeSeSS rvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvrvviccccccicicciccccccciciccce e e e e e e e ee e eeeeeeeeee bebebebebebebebebebebbbbbbebebebebbbefof re field work begins. 

3.3.3 2 2 222222 22 2 222222222 ThThThThThThThhThThThhThhThThhhThTThThThThhThTTTT eeee eeeeeee eeeeeeeeeee topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machineneneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee wwwwwwwwwwww wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwititittittititititititittittititttith hhh a aaa a aaa aaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa a bababababababababababababababababbaab cckccccccccc -acting arm
aaanaaaaaa d fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine excavation is to be uundndnddnddddndddndndnddddddnnnndderererererererereeerererereeeereeeeere  ttttttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeehh  d dd dd dddddddd dddd ddddddd ddddiiiririririiiriiriiii ect control and 
supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for ararararaararaaaaraaaaaaaaaaa chchchchchchchchchchchchchchhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaaa ooolooooooooo ogical material.

3.3 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned 
off by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by 
hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine.   The
decision as to the proper method of further excavation will be made by the senior project 
archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit.

3.4 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum disturbance 
to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological features, e.g. solid



or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact even if fills 
are sampled. 

3.5 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of any 
archaeological deposit.  The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must be 
established across the site. 

3.6 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental remains. 
Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological deposits and 
provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has been made for 
environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling strategies for 
retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic 
investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for micromorphological and other 
pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriateness of the proposed strategies 
will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science 
(East of England).  A guide to sampling archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, 
P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available 
for viewing from SCCAS. 

3.7 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for archaeological 
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be 
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

3.8 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced metal 
detector user. 

3.9 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed with the 
Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service during the course of the evaluation). 

3.10 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to be 
expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of satisfactory 
evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply with, the 
provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3.11 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with the Conservation Team. 

3.12 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies. 

3.13 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavations. 

4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work commences, 
including monitoring by the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service.  The 
archaeological contractor will give not less than ten days written notice of the commencement of 
the work so that arrangements for monitoring the project can be made. 

4.2 The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed by this office, including any 
subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to have a major responsibility 
for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a statement of their 
responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeological sites and publication 
record. 

4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are available 
to fulfill the Brief. 
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(East of England).  A guide to sampling archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, 
P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available 
for viewing from SCCAS. 

3.7 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for archaeological 
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be f
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

3.8 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced metal 
detector user. 

3.9 All finds will be collected and processed (unlesesesesesessssssessesesesesesess s s ssss s s ssssssss s s ssssssss vavavavavvvvavvavavavvvvvvvvvvvvvvav riririiririrrrrrrrrirrriiririrrririrrrrrr atatatatatatatatatatattataaaaaatataaaaataaataaaa iiioioioiioioiiioiiioioiiii ns in this principle are agreed with the 
Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological SeSeeSeSeSeSeeeeeeSeSSSSSSS rvrvrvrvrvrvrvrrvrvrrrvrrrrrvviciciciciciciciiciciccccce e e e e e e e eeeee e ee eeeeeeeeeeee dudududududududududududududdddudduududdddddddd riring the course of the evaluation).

3.10 Human remains must be left in situ excxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxccxxxxccccccxccxxcxcxxcepepeepepepepeeepepeepepepepeeepepeppepeepepeeeepptttt ttttttttttttttt iniinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn t t t t tt t tt ttttttttttttttttttttttthohohohhohohohohohhohohohohohohhhhohhhhohh se cases where damage or desecration are to be u
expected, or in the event that anallysysysysysysyssysysyssysyssssysysyssyssysyssysysysyysyy isisssisssissississiiisisis oooooo o oooo oof fff f ff f f ffffff ff ff thththththththththththththththththththththtthhththht e ee eeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee remains is shown to be a requirement of satisfactory 
evaluation of the site.  Howevvevvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvererererererererererererererreereeererererererrreee , ththhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhe eee ee e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eexeee cavator should be aware of, and comply with, the 
provisions of Section 25 of thhhhhhhhhhhhe e e eee eeeee eeeeeeeeeeee BuBuBuBBuBuBuBuBuBuBBBuBuBuBBuBBBBB rirririiriiriiiiririririririririiirrialalalalalalalalaalalaaaalalalalalalaaalaaalaaa A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAct 1857. 

3.11 Plans of any archaeological feataataaaaa ures on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with the Conservation Team. 

3.12 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs
and colour transparencies. 

3.13 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavations. 

4. General MaMaMaMaMaMaaMaaaaaMaaaMaaaaaaMaMaaMaMaMaMaMMaaMaM nananananannnnaanananananannnannnnnn gegegegegegegegegegegggegegegegegeeegegg ment

4.1 A titimememememememmemememmmemmemmmmmmmmmmmmm tatattatatatatatatatatatatattaattt blblblblbblbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb e e e e e e eeeeeeeee e eeee e ee ee eee fofofofofofofofffofofooooof r all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of woowooooooooooooooorkrkrkrkkrkrkkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrrkrkrrkrrkrkrk ccccc c omomomomomomommmmommomommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmememmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm nces,
ininnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnclclclclclcclclclclclcclclclududududududududududddududuudddudududududdudininininninininninininininininninnni g g gg gggg gggg gggg ggggg monitoring by the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeologiccalalalaalallallalalaalalalallaalal S S SSSSSSS S SS SSSSSererererrerrererrrrrrrerrrrrervivivvvivvivivivivivvvvvvivicececccccccecc .  The 
araraaaararaaaaaaaa chchchhchchchhchhchchcchchhhchchchhhhchhhhhhhhaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeaeeeeaeaaaaeaea olo ogical contractor will give not less than ten days written notice of theheheheeheeheheheheheheheheheheheeheeeee ccc c ccc ccccccccomomommmmmmmommmmomommmmommmmmmmmmmmmemmemmmmmmmmmmemmmmmmm ncement of f
ththththththththththhhththtththththhhhthththe e e eee eee eeeeeeeee wwowwwwwwwwwwwww rk so that arrangements for monitoring the project can be made. 

44.4.4.4.4.4.4.4.4.44..........222222222222222222222222      T  he composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed ddddddddddddd bybybybybybybybybybybybyybybybbybybybyy ttt t tttttt ttttttt tttttttthihihihihhihhiihihihihihhhihhhihhhhhhhhh sssssssss sssss office, including any 
subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to  oo hahaahahahahahahhahahhahhahahahahahahhahhh ve a major responsibility
for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a statement of their t
responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeological sites and publication k
record.

4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are available
to fulfill the Brief. 



4.3 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment and 
management strategy for this particular site. 

4.4 No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place.  The responsibility for 
this rests with the archaeological contractor. 

4.5 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-based 
Assessments and for Field Evaluations should be used for additional guidance in the execution of 
the project and in drawing up the report. 

5. Report Requirements

5.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the principles of English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 
4.1).

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

5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation. 

6.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given.  No further site 
work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results are assessed and the need for 
further work is established 

5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assessment of 
potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-technical 
summaries.  

5.6 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the site, 
and the significance of that potential in the context of the Regional Research Framework (East 
Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.  The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be 
deposited with the County SMR if the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is not 
possible for all or any part of the finds archive, then provision must be made for additional 
recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate. Account must be taken of any 
requirements the County SMR may have regarding the conservation, ordering, organisation, 
labelling, marking and storage of excavated material and the archive. 

5.8 The site archive is to be deposited with the County SMR within three months of the completion of 
fieldwork.  It will then become publicly accessible. 

5. 9 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavation) a 
summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology in 
Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeology, must be prepared. It 
should be included in the project report, or submitted to the Conservation Team, by the end of the 
calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

5.10 County SMR sheets must be completed, as per the county SMR manual, for all sites where 
archaeological finds and/or features are located. 

5.11 At the start of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on Details, 
Location and Creators forms. 
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4.3 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment and
management strategy for this particular site. 

4.4 No initial surveveeeeveveeeeeeeeeeeeeey yyyyyyy to detect public utility or other services has taken place.  The responsibilititttttttttttttttttty y yy y y yy yy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy for 
this rests wititittttittttttttittttth hh hh hh hhhhhhh hhhhhhhhhh ththththththththththththtthhththththththtt ee archaeological contractor. 

4.5 The InInnnnnnInnnnnnnnnnnnnnststststststtststststststttstststtsstsstititiittititititititutututututututuuttttttttuttutututtuu e e e e e ee eeeeeeee eeeeee ee oofofoooooooooo  FField Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeologicccallalalallallallalalalaalaaaaa  DDDDDDDD D DDDDDDDDDDDDDDesesesesesesesesesesesesesssesseessssesessk-k-k-k-k-kk-k-k-k-kkk-k-k-kk-kkk-kk-kk-kkkkkk babbbababababababababababbbbbb sed 
Asssssssssssssseseseseseseseseseseseseeesessseseesess sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss memememememememememememememeemmemememeeeeeeeeeem ntnntntntnnntnnttnntntntntntss and fors  Field Evaluationsr  should be used for additional guidance innnnn tt ttttt ttttttttttt tt tt tthehehehehehehehehehehehehehhehehhehehehehehehhhheh  eeee eee e eeee eeeeeeeeeeeexexxexexeeexexexeexexeexexexexeeexeeeeeeeeex ccccccucuccccccc tion of 
thththththththththththththththhththhhhthhtthheeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeee prprrprprprrprprprprprprppprpprprprprprprpppprppprppp ojojojojojojojojojojojojojojjojjoojojojojojojojojojojojojoooooojeeeeeeceeeeeeeeceeeeeeee t and in drawing up the report.

5.5.5.55.55.555.5.5.5555555555555 ReR port Requirements

5.555555555555555 1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent withhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh the principles of English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 
4.1).

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

5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation. 

6.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given.  No further site 
work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldddddddddddddddwowwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww rk results are assessed and the need for 
further work is established

5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist studyyyyyyyyyyyy m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmuusususususususuuuuuusuuuussttttt t ttttt ininnininininininnnnininininninnnnininnnncclccclclccclclcclcclclclclccclcccccc uduuude sufficient detail to permit assessment of 
potential for analysis, including tabulationn o ooooooooooooooooooooooooof ffffff ff ff ffffffffffff dadadadadaddadadadaddadaddadddadaddadatatatatatatatatatatataatatataaatattttta bbb b bbbbbb bbbbbbbbbbbbbbyy yyy context, and must include non-technical
summaries.  

5.6 The Report must include a didiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiscscscscscscscscscscscscscscscsccsssscssssscscscsscccusuuuuusuusuususuusuusuuuuuu sisisisiisisisisisiiisisiiiissssiononononononononononononononoonoooooonnononnooonnoooo  and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of pppppppppppppppppppppppppalalalalalalalalalaalalalalaalaaaaaa aeaeaeaeeeeeaeaeeeeeeeaeeeeeeaeaeaeeoeoeooooeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeoooeooooeooooeo nnvnn ironmental remains recovered from palaeosols and cut
features. Its conclusions musttttttstt iincncncncncncncnccncnncncncncncncncncnncnncncnccccccclulululululululululululuulululuul ddedd  a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the site, 
and the significance of that potttttttttttene tial in the context of the Regional Research Framework (East 
Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.  The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be
deposited with the County SMR if the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is not 
possible for all or any part of the finds archive, then provision must be made for additional
recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate. Account must be taken of any 
requirements the County SMR may have regarding the conservation, ordering, organisation,
labelling, marking and storage of excavated material and the archive. 

5.8 The site arcchihiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiivvevvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv  is to be deposited with the County SMR within three months of the completetetetttttttttttttttttioioioioioioioioioioioioioioiioiiioioon of 
fieldwork.   ItItItttItIttttttIttItIttttItItItItIIIt w ww w w wwwwwwww ww wwwwwwwwililili lllllllll l l ll ththtttttht en become publicly accessible. 

5. 9 Wheheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeererererererereeererrerererrrrrr  p pp pp pp p ppp p p pppppososososososossosossososssososossososososoosososssitititititititittitittttititiittitiii iviiviviivvvve conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation ororororoorrorrroororrororororororororororororororrr e e e e e eee eee ee xcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcccccccavavvvavavavavavavavaavavvavavavaavvvavavavavvavvvvavaaa ataaaaaaatatataaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa iiioi n) a 
sususususususuuuusususususuuususuuusss mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmararararararararararararaaaraaraaaa y yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy rreport, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annuualalalalalalalalalaaalaalalalalaaalaa  ‘ ‘ ‘‘ ‘ ‘‘‘‘ ‘ ‘‘AAAAAArArArArArAArArArAArArArchchchchchchchchchchchchchchcchchccchchhchc aeaeaaaaaaaeaa ology in 
SuSuSSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSSSSSuSuSSuffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffololoololololololololololooloolololo k’kkk’k’k’k’kkk’k’kkkkk’kkkkkk  section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeologyygyygyyygygygygygygyyygyyg ,  mumummmumummumumumumumumumuumumummmmmmmm ststtsttttttttttttt b b b bbb b b b bbbb bbb bbbbbbbb bbeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee prepared. It 
shshshshshshhshshshhhshsshshshshhhhhhshshshs ouououououououououououououuoooooooould be included in the project report, or submitted to the Conservationonnononnononnonnnononooononononnon TTTT TTTT TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTeeeeeeeaeeeeaeeeeeeeeee m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,m,mm,mmm,mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm, bbb bbbbbbb bbbbbbbbbyyyyyyy yyyyyy the end of the 
cccaccccc lendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever iis ss ss sss thththhhhthtththththhhhhhhhththththtththe e e e e e e eeeeeee sosososososososoosoossoonoononononononononononononoononnnonononooooononoonnono eeereeereeeeeee . 

555.5.5.5.5555.55.5555555555555 10101  County SMR sheets must be completed, as per the county SMR mamamamamamamamamamamamammamaaaammaamam nual, for all sites where 
archaeological finds and/or features are located. 

5.11 At the start of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on Details,/
Location and Creators forms. 



5.12 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the SMR. This should 
include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be included with 
the archive). 

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR     Tel:   01284 352197 

Email:  jess.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 

Date: 23 January 2007        Reference: / FormerShepherd&DogPiggeries-Nacton2007 

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 a revised brief and specification may be issued. 

Archaeological contractors are strongly advised to forward a detailed Project Design 
or Written Scheme of Investigation to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Service of Suffolk County Council for approval before any proposals are submitted 
to potential clients. 

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 Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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5.12 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the SMR. This should 
include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be included with
the archive). 

Specification n bybybybybybyybybybybybybyyybbbbbbbbbb : : :::: :: ::::::::: DrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrDrrrrrrr JJJJJJJJJ JJ JJ JJJJ JJJJJJJJeeseeseseeeeeseseseseeseseseeee s TiT pper 

Suffolk kk kk kk k kkkkkk CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCCCCCoCooCoCoCCCoCCC unununununununuuununununununununnnnnnnnuntytytytytyyytytytytytytytyytytytyyyytytytyytyttttyyt  CC C C CC C CCC CC CCCCCCCCCCCCCCC CCCCCCouo ncil 
Archchhhchchhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaaaaeaeaaeaeeaaaaaeeololoooooooooooooo ogogogggogogoggogogogogogogoggogogogogogooogoogoooggicicicicicicicicciciciciciciciciciciccciiiiciiciicccccaaaaalaaaaaaaa  SService Conservation Team 
EnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnEnnEnEnEnEnEEE vivvvivvivivivivivvivivivivivivvvvvvv rrrrororrrrorr nmnmmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnnnmnmnmmmmmmmmmeneeeeeeeeeeeeee t t and Transport Department 
ShShShShShSShShSShShShSSShSShShSSShSSSS iriririririrrrrrrrrirrrrrrirrrrrrrre eeeee e e eee e e eeeee e eee ee HaHHaHHHHHaHHaHaHHHHHaHHHHH lll  
BuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBBuBuBuBuBuBBuBBuBBuBBBuryryrryryryryryryyryyryry SSt Edmunds
SuSSSSSSuSSSSSSSSS ffolk IP33 2AR     Tel:   01284 3521977777777777 

Email:  jess.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 

Date: 23 January 2007        Reference: / FormerShepherd&DogPiggeries-Nacton2007

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 a revised brief and specification may be issued. 

Archaeological contractors are strongly advdvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvisisisisissisissisisisisisisisisiiii ededededededededededdedededededdddddddddd tt tttt tttttttttt ttt ttttttoooooo o o ooooooooooooooooooooooo fofffffffofffff rward a detailed Project Design 
or Written Scheme of Investigation to tttheheheheheeeeheheheheheeeheheeeeheeeeeehe CCCCC C C CCCC CC C C C CCCCCCCCCConononononnnnononononononononononnononononnnnnnnonnononsssessssssssssssssssssssssss rvation Team of the Archaeological 
Service of Suffolk County Council fooooooooooooooooooooor rr rrrrrrr r rrrr r rrr apapapapapapapapapapapapapaappapprprprprprprprrprrprpprprprrrprrprrprprprprprpp ovovovovovovovvovovovovovovoovovvovovvvovooooooooooooooo aal before any proposals are submitted 
to potential clients. 

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 Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 


