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Summary

WLV 047, Home Farm, Woolverstone: A metal-detecting survey and trial 
trench evaluation were carried out at the above site in advance of the 
excavation of a farm reservoir. Eight trenches (total area 435m2) were 
excavated, representing approximately 4% of the site. 

Natural strata comprised glacio-fluvial sand and gravel overlaid by an 
aeolian deposit of sandy silt. This was sealed by modern topsoil. 

Archaeological cut features were recorded in six of the eight evaluation 
trenches, immediately below the topsoil. Three or more shallow, N-S 
ditches are interpreted as part of a probable medieval track or drove-way. 
Scattered posthole-sized features, two of which produced Iron Age 
pottery, suggest that there was occupation of the site during that period. 
This is supported by the presence of residual prehistoric pottery and 
worked flint in the medieval ditch fills. The nature and extent of the 
prehistoric occupation are unknown. 
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1.0 Introduction 

An archaeological evaluation (site code: WLV 047) was carried out at Home 
Farm, Woolverstone (Fig 1) in accordance with an archaeological condition 
relating to planning permission for a farm reservoir (application number 
B/07/01219). Prime Irrigation Ltd commissioned the archaeological project on 
behalf of their client A W Mayhew (Farms) Ltd, who funded the work.

2.0 Location, topography and geology 

The site of the proposed reservoir is centred at National Grid Reference TM 
1786 3857 and encompasses an area of approximately 12000m2. It is bounded 
by Main Road (B1456) to the north, a copse to the west, an existing reservoir 
to the south and open fields to the east. 

The site is approximately 1.0km south west of the River Orwell, on relatively 
level ground at an average height of 34.45m OD. Current use of the site is as 
agricultural land and immediately prior to the archaeological evaluation it was 
used for growing sugar beet. 

The published drift geology in the area of the site comprises aeolian and 
glacio-fluvial deposits. Two trial holes, dug on behalf of Prime Irrigation Ltd in 
2006, revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil, “light grey silt” and 
sand/gravel. The archaeological evaluation confirmed the presence of loessic 
(aeolian) deposits over glacio-fluvial  sands and gravels. 

Figure 1. Site location maps 
(c) Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council. Licence No. 100023395 2007 
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3.0 Archaeological background 

The site is located in an area of archaeological importance recorded in the 
County Historic Environment Record. Two ring ditches revealed by aerial 
photography (WLV 003 and WLV 004) are located a short distance south east 
of the site, between the existing reservoir and Harkstead Lane (Fig 14). A 
Neolithic leaf-shaped arrowhead (WLV 016) is recorded just to the west of the 
site. Aerial photography has revealed widespread crop marks (particularly 
linear ditches) in the surrounding area. Some of these may be associated with 
post-medieval field systems, but others are potentially of late Iron Age or 
Romano-British date; these are typical of features of those periods found 
extensively in the Shotley and Felixstowe peninsulas (Jude Plouviez, pers
comm).

4.0 Methodology 

The archaeological evaluation was conducted generally in accordance with a 
Brief and Specification written by Jess Tipper of SCCAS Conservation team 
(Tipper, 2007; Appendix 3). 

The fieldwork took place 03 – 06 December 2007, during mostly inclement 
weather, and consisted of a non-ferrous metal-detecting survey followed by a 
trial trench evaluation. The Brief and Specification called for a fieldwalking 
survey but this proved impossible because much of the ground was covered 
by foliage from the recently harvested sugar beet crop. 

The proposed reservoir (including embankments) covers an area of 12000m2,
as shown on Figs 1–3. A drawing supplied by Prime Irrigation Ltd (drawing 
number 10495) indicates that the area to be excavated for the reservoir is 
slightly smaller at approximately 10000m2; for the purposes of the 
archaeological evaluation this was considered to be the area threatened by the 
proposed development. 

Metal-detecting survey 
The threatened area of the site was divided into twenty-one 20m x 20m grid 
squares, but due to inclement weather it was only possible to survey about 
50% of this area, as shown on Fig 2. Metal-detected objects and surface finds 
from each grid square were bagged separately and given a unique ‘context’ 
number in the range 0001–0010. 

Trial trench evaluation 
Eight evaluation trenches (Fig 3) were excavated under direct archaeological 
supervision using a JCB mechanical excavator equipped with a 1.5m wide, 
toothless bucket. The trenches were between 27m and 50m in length, and 
0.50 – 0.60m deep. They were arranged in a regular pattern in order to 
evaluate the threatened area as comprehensively as possible. 
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Mechanical excavation continued to the level of the geological stratum. A 
number of intrusive archaeological features extending below this depth were 
excavated with hand tools. 

The archaeological features were recorded using a unique sequence of 
‘context’ numbers in the range 0050–0095. They were drawn in plan and 
section at a scale of 1:20, on 290 x 320mm sheets of gridded drawing film. All 
written records (soil descriptions, etc) were made on drawing film or in a field 
notebook, and were transferred subsequently to pro-forma context sheets. A 
digital photographic record was made of most of the archaeological features. 
One deposit was sampled for environmental analysis. 

Trench locations were recorded by reference to a 1:500 plan of the site 
supplied by Prime Irrigation Ltd (drawing number 10495) and were confirmed 
subsequently by reference to Ordnance Survey data. Levels were recorded in 
relation to an extrapolated spot height of 34.00m OD on the crown of the road 
adjacent to the site. 

The trenches shown in Figure 3 covered 435m2, representing 4.35% of the 
threatened area and 3.6% of the total area of the proposed reservoir. 

Figure 2. Metal-detecting survey grid squares (blue) and maximum extent of 
proposed reservoir (red) 

(c) Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council. Licence No. 100023395 2007
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Figure 3. Evaluation trench locations (green) and maximum extent of proposed 
reservoir (red) 

(c) Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council. Licence No. 100023395 2007

5.0 Results of the evaluation 

Generally, the evaluation revealed a horizontal sequence of natural sand and 
gravel 0057, a natural silt deposit 0056 and modern topsoil 0055. Although the 
composition of these deposits varies across the site they can be described 
generally as follows: 

Natural sand and gravel 0057: Loose, light brownish yellow or reddish brown 
sand mixed with varying amounts of fine–medium, sub angular–rounded flint 
gravel, usually in discrete zones. This deposit was recorded only in Trench 1, 
but was seen in other locations when exposed by archaeological cut features. 
It is assumed to be of glacio-fluvial origin. 

Natural silt 0056: Compact, light yellowish brown slightly sandy silt containing 
patches or lenses of mid reddish brown (iron-stained?) clayey silt. It contains 
occasional small–medium pebbles and frequent fine root stains but no cultural 
material, being entirely natural in origin. It is generally 0.30m thick, perhaps 
becoming thinner in Trench 1. It overlies natural sand and gravel 0057 and is 
interpreted as a wind-blown (loessic) deposit.  

Topsoil 0055: Soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt containing moderate fine–
medium pebbles and occasional small–medium fragments of modern (19/20th 
century) pottery, glass, clay tobacco pipe stems, brick, tile, metalwork and 
coal. The topsoil is 0.30 – 0.40m thick and extends site-wide, overlying natural 
silt deposit 0056. 
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Archaeological features were recorded in six of the eight evaluation 
trenches. All archaeological features cut natural silt deposit 0056 and are 
sealed by topsoil 0055. They are described in the following section, which 
presents the results from each trench. 

Trench 1 
Orientation:  West-East 
Dimensions: 50.00m x 1.50m x up to 0.94m deep
Ground level: 34.76m OD (west), 34.37m OD (east) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0065 and fill 0066 0.40
Ditch 0067 and fill 0068 0.40
Posthole(?) 0069 and fill 0070 0.40
Natural silt 0056 0.40
Natural sand and gravel 0057 0.60 (west end only) 

Comments:
Ditch 0065 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.90m wide and 0.38m deep, 
with a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0066, is soft, light reddish brown silt 
containing occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, a small fragment of 
medieval (or later) roof tile and a struck flint of later prehistoric date. 

Ditch 0067 is oriented approximately NS. It is 2.16m wide and 0.26m deep, 
with a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0068, is soft, light-mid brown silty sand 
containing occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal and a struck flint of later 
prehistoric date. 

Posthole(?) 0069 is sub-rectangular in plan, measuring 0.25 x 0.20m and is 
0.20m deep. Its sides are steep and irregular, tapering to a blunt point. Fill 
0070 is soft, mottled light brown and yellow sandy silt, devoid of inclusions. It is 
located close to the western edge of ditch 0067. 
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Archaeological features were recorded in six of the eight evaluation 
trenches. All ararararrrrrrararrchcchchchchchchchchccccc aeological features cut natural silt deposit 0056 and are 
sealed by y y yyyyyyy totooooototoootoooopspspspspspspspsspp oioioioioiooiooioooooio l l l l ll ll 00000000000000000000 55. They are described in the following section, which 
presentststststststststststts t t t t ttheheheheheheheeeeeeeeee rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreseseseseseseseee ults from each trench. 

TrTrTrTrTrTrTrT enenenenenenneeeeeeee chchchchchchchhhhchc  1111 11 1111111 
OrOrOrOrOrOrOrOOOO ieieieieieeieieeieeieieieeentntntntntntntntnttntnnn ation:  West-East 
DiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDDDiDDiDiiimmmmemmmm nsions: 50.00m x 1.50m x up to 0.94m deep
Ground level: 34.76m OD (west), 34.37m OD (east) ww

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0065 and fill 0066 0.40
Ditch 0067 and fill 0068 0.40
Posthole(?) 0069 and fill 0070 0.40
Natural silt 0056 0.40
Natural sand and gravel 0057 0.60 (west end only) 

Comments:
Ditch 0065 is oriented approximately NS. It iiiis s s ss  sssss 1111111.111111 9090909009090000009090909000mmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmm wide and 0.38m deep, 
with a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 00606666666,6,6,666,6,6,666  isisisisisisisiss s s s s s sssssssoofoooffoooooo t, light reddish brown silt
containing occasional pebbles and fleeeeeckckkckckkckkckkckkks ssssssssss ofofofofofooooofooo  cccccccccchahhhhhh rcoal, a small fragment of 
medieval (or later) roof tile and a sttttttttttrurururururuuuuckcckckckkccck f f f fffffffffflilililililiililintnnnnnnnnnn  of later prehistoric date.

Ditch 0067 is oriented approxoxoxxoxoxoxxoxoxoxoxoxxxxximimmimimmimiiimimimmatataataatatataatatatatta elelelelelelelleelelee yyyy yy NS. It is 2.16m wide and 0.26m deep, 
with a flattened, U-shaped prooooooooooofififififififiifiif lelelellelelelel . Fill 0068, is soft, light-mid brown silty sand 
containing occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal and a struck flint of later 
prehistoric date. 

Posthole(?) 0069 is sub-rectangular in plan, measuring 0.25 x 0.20m and is
0.20m deep. Its sides are steep and irregular, tapering to a blunt point. Fill 
0070 is soft, mottled light brown and yellow sandy silt, devoid of inclusions. It is 
located close to the western edge of ditch 0067. 



Figure 4. Plan and section of ditch 0065 in Trench 1 
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Figure 4. Plan and section of ditch 0065 in Trench 1 



Figure 5. Plan and section of ditch 0067 and plan of posthole 0069 in Trench 1 

Trench 2 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions:  28.00m x 1.50m x 0.60m deep 
Ground level: 34.57m OD (south), 34.54m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Natural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
No archaeological features were noted in Trench 2, but see Discussion below. 

Trench 3 
Orientation: West-East 
Dimensions:  40.00m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep 
Ground level: 34.74m OD (west), 34.34m OD (east) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0073 and fill 0072 0.30
Ditch 0077 and fill 0076 0.30
Ditch 0079 and fill 0078 0.30
Posthole(?) 0075 and fill 0074 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30
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Figure 5. Plan and section of ditch 0006767676777677767677 anananananannanannd ddddddddddddddddd plan of posthole 0069 in Trench 1

Trench 2 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions:  28.00m x 1.500m m m mmmmmm x x xxxx xx xxxx 0.000000000000 60m deep 
Ground level: 34.57m OD (south), 34.54m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Natural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
No archaeological features were noted in Trench 2, but see Discussion below. 

Trench 3 
Orientation::::::: W WW WW WWWWWWWWeseseseseseseeseesessseeeest-East 
Dimensioiooioooooonsnsnsnsnssnsnsnssssnsnsnnn : :  4 4 4 44 44444444000.00000000 00m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep 
Grouuuuuuundndndndndndndnddnddndnd ll lllevevevevvevevevvvvevvelelelelelelelelelellllle : 34.74m OD (west), 34.34m OD (east) ww

DeDeDeeDeeDeDeDeDeDDeeeeepopopopopopoppopopoooopp ssisssss ts/Features Depth below grouuuouuuuouuouuouuuuundnddndnddndnndndndndndnnddnnd levevevevevevevveeeeeeeeeeeevvelelelelelelelelllle  (m) 
ToToToToToToToTToTTToToToToTT psoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0073 and fill 0072 0.30
Ditch 0077 and fill 0076 0.30
Ditch 0079 and fill 0078 0.30
Posthole(?) 0075 and fill 0074 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30



Comments:
Ditch 0073 is oriented approximately NS. It is 0.90m wide and 0.30m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0072 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal but no cultural material. 

Ditch 0077 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.40m wide and 0.42m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0076 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles, flecks of charcoal and two small pottery sherds of 
possible Iron Age date.

Ditch 0079 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.20m wide and 0.46m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0078 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal and a small fragment of wheel-
thrown pottery of Roman or medieval date. 

Posthole(?) 0075 is located close to the eastern edge of ditch 0073. It is oval, 
measuring 0.40m x 0.30m and 0.12m deep. It has an asymmetric profile and a 
rounded base. Fill 0074 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt with occasional 
pebbles and flecks of charcoal. 

Figure 6. Plans and sections of ditches 0073 and 0077, and plan of posthole 
0075, in Trench 3 
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Comments:
Ditch 0073 is oriented approximately NS. It is 0.90m wide and 0.30m deep with 
a flattened, U-s-s-s-ssssssss-ss-sshahahahhahhhhhhhh ped profile. Fill 0072 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt 
with occasssssssioioooooiooooiooonananannanananaann l  l l l ll pepepepeepepepepepepepepepepeepeeep bbles and flecks of charcoal but no cultural material. 

Ditch h h h hhhh 00000000000000000000077777777777777777777777777 i iiiii ssss oriented approximately NS. It is 1.40m wide and 0.42m ddddddddddddeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee p pp p p pp wiwwwwwwwwwwww ththtththtth 
a aa a a aa flflflffllflflf ataatatataattatttaaa teteeteeteteeeteeenenneneneneneneneneeneenn d, U-shaped profile. Fill 0076 is soft, mid brownish grey sasasasasasaasasasasaas ndndndndnddndddy yy yyyy y yyy sisisisissississsssiltltltltltltttlttlll  
wiwwwiwwiwiwww thththththhhthhthhhhhh oo o o ooooooccasional pebbles, flecks of charcoal and two small potterrrrrrrrrrry y y yy y y yyyyyyyyyyyy shshshshshsshshshss ererererererereereree dsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdd  of 
popoppopopopopopoopoppopooooosssible Iron Age date.

Ditch 0079 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.20m wide and 0.46m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0078 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal and a small fragment of wheel-
thrown pottery of Roman or medieval date. 

Posthole(?) 0075 is located close to the eastern edge of ditch 0073. It is oval, 
measuring 0.40m x 0.30m and 0.12m deep. It has an asymmetric profile and a 
rounded base. Fill 0074 is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt with occasional 
pebbles and flecks of charcoal. 

Figure 6. Plans and sections of ditches 0073 and 0077, and plan of posthole 
0075, in Trench 3 



Figure 7. Plan and section of ditch 0079 in Trench 3 

Trench 4 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions:  27.40m x 1.50m x 0.50m deep 
Ground level: 34.54m OD (south), 34.51m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Pit or posthole 0080 and fill 0081 0.30
Posthole 0082 and fill 0083 0.30
Posthole 0084 and fill 0085 0.30
Posthole 0087 and fill 0086 0.30
Ditch 0060 and fill 0061 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30

Comments:
Pit or posthole 0080 is oval, measuring 0.50m x 0.43m x 0.12m deep with a 
bowl-shaped profile. Fill 0081 is soft, dark grey-black charcoal-rich silt with 
small patches of light brown silt. It contains moderate flecks and small 
fragments of probable burnt bone; for this reason it was sampled for analysis 
(Sample 1) to determine if the bone is human. The function of this feature is 
uncertain, although clearly it might be a cremation burial. 

Posthole 0082 is sub-circular with a diameter of 0.48m and depth of 0.24m. It 
has steep sides breaking gradually into a flat base. Fill 0083 is soft, mid 
brownish grey sandy silt with patches of light brownish yellow silt. It contains 
moderate flecks-medium fragments of charcoal and occasional pebbles and 
small fragments of hand-made pottery of possible Iron Age date. 
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Figure 7. Plan and section of ditcctccctctcccctccccccch h hhhhh hhh 000000000000000079 in Trench 3 

Trench 4 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions:  27.40m x 1.50m x 0.0.0.00.000.0.0000.505050505050555 m mm mmmmmmm mmm mmmm dededededededededddddddd ep 
Ground level: 34.54m OD (souuuuuuuuuuuuththththththththththttthhtth)))),))))))))))))  3 3 33333333333334.4.4.4.44.4.4444.4.4.4444444 515555555 m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Pit or posthole 0080 and fill 0081 0.30
Posthole 0082 and fill 0083 0.30
Posthole 0084 and fill 0085 0.30
Posthole 0087 and fill 0086 0.30
Ditch 0060 and fill 0061 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30

Comments:
Pit or posthololololololollololo e ee e ee eeeeeee 00000000000000000000080 is oval, measuring 0.50m x 0.43m x 0.12m deep with a 
bowl-shaaaaaapepepepepeppepppepeepeeeeepp dd ddddddddddd prprprprprprprppprprpprofoofofofofoooo iile. Fill 0081 is soft, dark grey-black charcoal-rich silt with  
small pappapapapapapapapapapapaappatcctcccheheheheheheheeheehheeeheheeh ssss sssssssss of light brown silt. It contains moderate flecks and small 
fragagagaggagagagagaggmemememememmemmemmmmmmeeeeentntntntntnttnttntntnntnntssss ssssssssssssss of probable burnt bone; for this reason it was sampled forrrrrrrrrrrrrr a a aaaaa aaaaannananananannnaannnnn lylylyylylylylylyyllllllyyysisisisisssisisssssiiiss ss ss
(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(SSSamamamamamamamammmmmmmmplplplplpplplpppppppp e 1) to determine if the bone is human. The function of thissssssssssss f f fffffffffffffeaeaeaeaeaaaatututuutututututututturererererererererrrererereeereree is
unununununununununnunununnnuunccececececececceccccc rtain, although clearly it might be a cremation burial. 

Posthole 0082 is sub-circular with a diameter of 0.48m and deptptptptppppppp h of 0.24m. It 
has steep sides breaking gradually into a flat base. Fill 0083 is soft, mid 
brownish grey sandy silt with patches of light brownish yellow silt. It contains
moderate flecks-medium fragments of charcoal and occasional pebbles and f
small fragments of hand-made pottery of possible Iron Age date.



Posthole 0084 is sub-oval, measuring 0.40m x 0.30m x 0.35m deep. It has 
vertical sides breaking gradually into a flat base.  

Posthole 0087 is circular, with a diameter of 0.45m and depth of 0.35m. Its 
sides are steep or vertical, tapering to a blunt point. Fill 0086 is soft, mid 
brownish grey sandy silt with patches of light brownish yellow silt. It contains 
occasional pebbles and frequent flecks–medium fragments of charcoal, but no 
cultural material. 

Note that posthole 0087 cuts the southern edge of ditch 0060. 

Ditch 0060 was not excavated in Trench 4, since it was sampled nearby in 
Trench 5 (see below). 

Figure 8. Plans of features in Trench 4 
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Posthole 0084 is sub-oval, measuring 0.40m x 0.30m x 0.35m deep. It has 
vertical sides breaking gradually into a flat base.  

Posthole 00000000808080808080888080800087 777777777 isisisisisisisisssiiiss cc c ccc ccccc c cccccccircular, with a diameter of 0.45m and depth of 0.35m. Its 
sides ararrrrarrrrrre eeeeeeeeeeeeee stststststststteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee p pppppppp or vertical, tapering to a blunt point. Fill 0086 is soft, mid 
browwwwwwwninininininininininnn shshshshshshshshss  g g g ggggggggggggrererereey sandy silt with patches of light brownish yellow silt. It conononononnononnoooononnntatatatatataaattataatainininininnnnnnns s s sssssssss
ocococococcococcacacacacacaacccccccc sisisisisisisiss ononononononononnonononnonaaalaa  pebbles and frequent flecks–medium fragments of chaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcccrccrcrcoaoaoaoaoaoaoal,l,l,l,l,l,,l,l,, b bbbbb bbbbbbbbbbbutututuututututuu  no 
cucucucucucuccc ltltltltltlttttlttttttururuururururuuruururraala  material. 

Note that posthole 0087 cuts the southern edge of ditch 0060. 

Ditch 0060 was not excavated in Trench 4, since it was sampled nearby in 
Trench 5 (see below).

Figure 8. Plans of features in Trench 4 



Figure 9. View of postholes 0080, 0082 & 0084 in Trench 4, looking SW 
(0.5m scale) 

Trench 5 
Orientation: West-East 
Dimensions:  47.00m x 1.50m x 0.50m deep 
Ground level: 34.72m OD (west), 34.31m OD (east) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0052 and fill 0053 0.35
Ditch 0060 and fill 0061 0.35
Ditch 0062 and fill 0063 0.35
Posthole(?) 0050 and fill 0051 0.35
Natural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
Ditch 0052 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.04m wide and 0.33m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0053 is soft, light orange-brown sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, a fragment of fire-cracked flint 
and a small sherd of pottery of possible Iron Age date. 

Ditch 0060 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.55m wide and 0.42m deep with 
a flattened, U-shaped profile. Fill 0061 is soft, light orange brown sandy silt 
with occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, and five small fragments of 
pottery. Three of the pottery sherds are possibly of Iron Age date, one sherd is 
possibly medieval and another is definitely of medieval form. 

Ditch 0062 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.08m wide and 0.34m deep with 
an almost V-shaped profile. Fill 0063 is soft, light orange brown sandy silt with 
occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, and four small fragments of pottery. 
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Figure 9. View of postholes 0080, 0082 & 0084 in Trench 4, looking SW
(0.5m scale) 

Trench 5 
Orientation: West-East 
Dimensions:  47.00m x 1.50m x 0.0.0 505050550505005050505550mm mmmmmmmmm dedededededdeddedededededdeeeepe  
Ground level: 34.72m OD (wesssssssssssssst)t)t)t)t)t)t)t)t)t)t)t)), , , , , ,,, 343343433434334343344.3.3.3.33.3.3333333331m1m1m1m1111  OD (east) ww

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0052 and fill 0053 0.35
Ditch 0060 and fill 0061 0.35
Ditch 0062 and fill 0063 0.35
Posthole(?) 0050 and fill 0051 0.35
Natural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
Ditch 0052 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.04m wide and 0.33m deep with 
a flattened, U-s-s-sss-s-ssss-sssssssshhhahhhhhhhh ped profile. Fill 0053 is soft, light orange-brown sandy silt 
with occasasassioioioioioioioioooiiioonanananananaanananannaaal l l l ll l pepepeppeppeppeppepepp bbles and flecks of charcoal, a fragment of fire-cracked flfllflflflininnininnnninint tttt ttttttt
and a smsmsmmmsmsmmmsmmsmssss alalalalaalalaaaalll lllllll shshshhshshshshshshshssssshs eeerd of pottery of possible Iron Age date. 

DiDiDiiiDiiDDD tctctctctctcccccct h hh h h  0000000000000000000000000000 606666666666666666  is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.55m wide and 0.44444442m2m2mm2m2m2m2mm2m222  d d dddddd deeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeep ppppp with 
a aaaaaaaaa flflflflflflflfffff atatatatatatatatataaaaaaaaaaa tetetetttettet ned, U-shaped profile. Fill 0061 is soft, light orange brownwnwnwnwnwwnwnwnwnnwnnwnwwnn ss s s sssssanananannnannnnnnnandydydyddydyddyddddddd  silt 
wiwiwwiwiwiwiiiwiwwwwittthttt  occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, and five smaaaaaaallllllllllllllllllllllllll ff fffffffffrarararaaaaaaaagmgmgmgmgmggmgmgmgmgmgmmggg ents of 
pottery. Three of the pottery sherds are possibly of Iron Age datatatatatatatattateee,eeeeeeeee  one sherd is 
possibly medieval and another is definitely of medieval form. 

Ditch 0062 is oriented approximately NS. It is 1.08m wide and 0.34m deep with 
an almost V-shaped profile. Fill 0063 is soft, light orange brown sandy silt with 
occasional pebbles and flecks of charcoal, and four small fragments of pottery.



Three of the pottery sherds are of medieval date (late 12th – 14th century) and 
the fourth is probably Iron Age. 

Posthole(?) 0050 is oval, measuring 0.30m x 0.24m x 0.16m deep. It has steep 
or vertical sides breaking sharply into a flat base. Fill 0051 is soft, light orange 
brown clayey silt containing charcoal flecks and twelve small fragments of 
pottery. 11 of the pottery sherds are from the same hand-made vessel, of Iron 
Age date. The remaining sherd is too small to date accurately and might be 
medieval, although this seems unlikely given the date of the bulk of the pottery. 

Figure 10. Plans and sections of features in Trench 5 

Figure 11. View of ditches 0060 and 0062 in Trench 5, looking N (scale 1.0m) 
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Three of the pottery sherds are of medieval date (late 12th – 14th century) and 
the fourth is probably Iron Age. 

Posthole(?(?(?(?(???((( ) )) )) ))))) 0000000000000000000 5050505050505050500505055550000 iii i iiiiiis oval, measuring 0.30m x 0.24m x 0.16m deep. It has steteeteeteeeteeeepepepepepepepepepepepepeeeppp 
or verticacaaacacaaacacacacacaaccc ll l sisisisisisiiiiiiss dededededededededededededeeeed s ssssss breaking sharply into a flat base. Fill 0051 is soft, light orrrranannananananananaaaaaaana gegeggegegegegegeeegeeeg  
browwwwwwwn n nn nn nnnn clclclclclccc ayayayayayayayyayayaayayayayyyeyeyeyeeyey silt containing charcoal flecks and twelve small fragmentstststststsstststttstsss oo o oo o ooooof f ffff 
popopopopoopopottttttttttttttttttttt ererererererrrry.y.y.y.y.yy.y.y.yy.yyyy  1 1 111111111111 of the pottery sherds are from the same hand-made veeeeeeeeessssssssssssssssss elelelleleee , ,,,, offofofofoffofofoffofofooof I I II IIIron 
AgAgAgAgAgAgAgAAAgAAggge ee e e e e e eeeeeeee dadadadddadadddadd te. The remaining sherd is too small to date accurately aaaaaaaaaandndndndnddndndnnndndnnndnnnnd mm mmmmm mmigigigigigigigigigigiggghthhhththhht be 
mememmememememememmemmmmeedddieval, although this seems unlikely given the date of the bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbululululululuuluuullk k k k kk ofofofofofofofffofofofoofo  ttttttttthe pottery. 

Figure 10. Plans and sections of features in Trench 5 

Figure 11. View of ditches 0060 and 0062 in Trench 5, looking N (scale 1.0m) 



Trench 6 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions: 26.60m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep 
Ground level: 34.51m OD (south), 34.33m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Natural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
No archaeological features were noted in Trench 6. 

Trench 7 
Orientation: West-East 
Dimensions:  42.00m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep 
Ground level: 34.45m OD (west), 34.22m OD (east) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0089 and fill 0088 0.30
Ditch 0091 and fill 0090 0.30
Ditch 0093 and fill 0092 0.30
Ditch 0095 and fill 0094 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30

Comments:
Four ditches in Trench 7 were planned but not excavated. 

Ditch 0089 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.80m wide. Fill 0088 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0091 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0090 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0093 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0092 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0095 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0094 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Trench 8 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions:  28.80m x 1.50m x 0.50m deep 
Ground level: 34.33m OD (south), 34.16m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Linear cut 0059 and fill 0058 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30
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Trench 6 
Orientation: North-South 
Dimensions: 262666626262666626666666.6.6.6.66.66.66. 0m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep
Ground levvevvevvevvevveleleleleleleleeeleleel::: :::343434343434343434444444.5.5.5.55.5.5.5555555555551m OD (south), 34.33m OD (north) 

Depopopopopopopopopopopoppp sisisisssisis tstststststststsssttststss/F/F/FF/F/F/F/FF/FF/// eatures Depth below ground levevvevvvvvvvvvvveleleleleleleleleelele  (( ( (((m)m)m)m)mm)m)mmm)mm)mmmmm  
ToToToToToTooTooTooooToopspspssspspspspspsppp oioioioioioioooioioooo l lllllllll 00000 55 0.00
NaNaNaNaNaaaNaNaaaaaaaaatututttttututututututuuutural silt 0056 0.35

Comments:
No archaeological features were noted in Trench 6. 

Trench 7 
Orientation: West-East 
Dimensions:  42.00m x 1.50m x 0.55m deep 
Ground level: 34.45m OD (west), 34.22m OD (east) ww

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Ditch 0089 and fill 0088 0.303030303033030333330330
Ditch 0091 and fill 0090 0.0.0.00.0.0000000 303030303030300000300303000
Ditch 0093 and fill 0092 0.0.0.0.0.00.0.0.000 303030303030303030333333
Ditch 0095 and fill 0094 000.00 30
Natural silt 0056 0.30

Comments:
Four ditches in Trench 7 weree eeee ee plplplpplpplplpppp aaanned but not excavated. 

Ditch 0089 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.80m wide. Fill 0088 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0091 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0090 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0093 is oriented approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0092 
is soft, mid brownish grey sandy silt. 

Ditch 0095 iiiiiis s s ssssssss orororororororoo ieieieeeieeieeeeeeiiientnnn ed approximately NS and is at least 0.90m wide. Fill 0094444444444 
is soft, mmmmmmmmmidididididididdddiddd b bb bbbbbbbrorororororoorororororr wnwwwwwwww ish grey sandy silt. 

Trrrrrrrrrrreneneneneneenenenennee chchchchchchchchhchchhhhhchhhhh 8 88888 88888888888888 
OOrOrOOOOOOOOOOO ieeieieeeieeieieieeeieientntntntntntntntntnntntn aaaaaaataaaaa ion: North-South 
DiDiDiDiDiDiDiiDiDiDiDiDDDiDDimmmmemmmmmmm nsions:  28.80m x 1.50m x 0.50m deep 
Ground level: 34.33m OD (south), 34.16m OD (north) 

Deposits/Features Depth below ground level (m) 
Topsoil 0055 0.00
Linear cut 0059 and fill 0058 0.30
Natural silt 0056 0.30



Comments:
Cut 0059 is oriented approximately EW. It is at least 1.20m long x 0.40m wide 
x 0.34m deep, having steep sides and a U-shaped profile. It extends beyond 
the edge of the trench to the W, and has a rounded terminus to the E. Fill 0058 
is soft, light brownish grey sandy silt containing occasional pebbles and flecks 
of charcoal but no cultural material. 

Two unstratified struck flints from Trench 8 are dated to the Neolithic or early 
Bronze Age periods. 

Figure 12. Plan and section of linear cut 0059 in Trench 8 
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Cut 0059 is orrrrrrieieeieeieieieeeeieeeeentnnnnnnnnn ed approximately EW. It is at least 1.20m long x 0.40m wide
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TwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTwTTwwwwo unstratified struck flints from Trench 8 are dated to the NNNNNNNNNNNNNNeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeeee iililiithththththhhhhthtththhhhicicicicicicicccccii  or early 
Bronze Age periods. 

Figure 12. Plan and section of linear cut 0059 in Trench 8 8888888 888888888 f



7.0 Finds evidence 

Richenda Goffin 

This report is provisional and does not include finds from surface collection 
and metal-detected artefacts. An environmental sample from 0080 is awaiting 
analysis. 

OP Pottery Flint Other finds Spotdate 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

0051 12 21 ?Iron Age
0053 1 16 1 fragment burnt flint @ 10g ?Iron Age 
0054 1 13 1 34 Medieval
0061

0063

0066

0068
0071
0076
0078
0083

5

4

2
1
3

12

27

4
8

24

1

1
2

25

12
20

1 fragment coarse sandy roof-tile (? 
– abraded) @ 9g

Iron Age and 
?medieval
Medieval + tiny 
IA(?)
Medieval or later 

Neo/EBA
?Iron Age 
?Medieval
?Iron Age 

Pottery 

0051 (fill of posthole 0050, Trench 5) 
11 fragments of a hand-made thick-walled vessel, reduced (20g). Fine-medium 
sandy fabric with sparse fine flint and some organic inclusions. Iron Age.  1 tiny 
oxidised body sherd, sandy, possibly medieval. 

0053 (fill of ditch 0052, Trench 5) 
One abraded sherd of sandy, thick-walled, part oxidised flint-tempered ware. 
?Iron Age. 

0054 (unstratified finds) 
One very abraded rim of medieval jar, L12th-14th C. 

0061 (fill of ditch 0060, Trench 5) 
Two very small, abraded body sherds of reduced flint-tempered wares. 1 
abraded small body sherd of a finer softer partially oxidised fabric which has 
sand, organic and sparse small flint inclusions. ?Iron Age. 
1 very small body sherd sandy, oxidised, possibly medieval. 
1 unusual sherd which is medieval in form but is made of a fine fabric with 
occasional small flint inclusions. Not a common medieval fabric but form is 
certainly more medieval than earlier! 

0063 (fill of ditch 0062, Trench 5) 
Three sherds of medieval coarseware (L12th-14th C), plus tiny body sherd 
(1g) probably IA. 
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No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

0051 12 21 ?Iron Age
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1 fragment coarse sandy roof-tile (? 
– abraded) @ 9g

Iron Age and 
?medieval
Medieval + tiny
IA(?)
Medieval or later 

Neo/EBA
?Iron Age
?Medieval
?Iron Age

Pottery 

0051 (fill of posthole 0050, TrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTTrrT eneneneneneneneenene ch 5)
11 fragments of a hand-made thick-walled vessel, reduced (20g). Fine-medium 
sandy fabric with sparse fine flint and some organic inclusions. Iron Age.  1 tiny 
oxidised body sherd, sandy, possibly medieval. 

0053 (fill of ditch 0052, Trench 5) 
One abraded sherd of sandy, thick-walled, part oxidised flint-tempered ware.
?Iron Age. 

0054 (unstratified finds) 
One very abraddddddddddddddedee  rim of medieval jar, L12th-14th C. 

0061 (filllllll o o oooo ooooooooffff fffffffff dididididididdddd tctctcttctctctcttcttctctctct h 0060, Trench 5) 
Two veveveveveveveveeeveev ryrryryryryryrrryrrr  ssssssmammmamamamamamaamaamammmmmm ll, abraded body sherds of reduced flint-tempered wares. 1111111111 
abbbbbbbbrarararaaraaraaaraar dededededdeddededddddeeeeed d ddddddd dddd smsssssmsmsssssssssss all body sherd of a finer softer partially oxidised fabric whhhwhwhwhhhhhwhwhhhwwhwhiciciciciciciciciciicccch hhhhhhhhhhhh hahahahahahahahahahaahahhahhaasssss sssssss
sasasasasasasasasassaandndndndndndnddddddd, , , ,, ,, , oorooooooooooooo ganic and sparse small flint inclusions. ?Iron Age.
1 1 1 1 1 1 1  11 vevevvevevevevevevevevvvvvv ry small body sherd sandy, oxidised, possibly medieval.
1 11111 unusual sherd which is medieval in form but is made of a fiinenenenenenenennenenennn  fffffffffffffabababababaababaaaa ric with 
occasional small flint inclusions. Not a common medieval fabriccccccccccc but form is 
certainly more medieval than earlier! 

0063 (fill of ditch 0062, Trench 5) 
Three sherds of medieval coarseware (L12th-14th C), plus tiny body sherd 
(1g) probably IA. 



0076 (fill of ditch 0077, Trench 3) 
Two small body sherds. One thick-walled sandy, oxidised with sparse medium 
flint inclusions. One finer and harder with sand and iron oxide. ?Iron Age. 

0078 (fill of ditch 0079, Trench 3) 
Wheelthrown greyware body sherd. Quite well-sorted quartz inclusions, 
possibility of it being Roman rather than medieval.  

0083 (fill of posthole 0082, Trench 4) 
Two thick-walled, coarse body sherds with quartz and flint. Hand-made, 
partially oxidised, moderately abraded. 1 abraded small body sherd of a finer, 
hard-fired fabric with moderate small to medium flint inclusions. ?Iron Age. 

Finds discussion 
The ceramic assemblage consists mainly of small, often abraded body sherds, 
with very few rims or additional diagnostic features. Many of the fragments are 
hand-made, sandy with flint, and are likely to be Iron Age, possibly the later 
part (Edward Martin, pers comm). However there is also a small amount of 
medieval coarsewares in some of the ditchfills. The majority of the worked flint 
can only be given a general date range of the Later Prehistoric period apart 
from 0071 which contains two flints of possible Neolithic or Early Bronze Age 
date (Colin Pendleton, pers comm).

8.0 Discussion and Conclusions 

Natural strata consist of glacio-fluvial sand and gravel 0057 overlaid by an 
aeolian (loessic) deposit of sandy silt 0056. These are sealed by modern 
topsoil 0055, with no evidence for an intervening natural soil profile.  

Archaeological features were recorded in six of the eight evaluation trenches. 
They are all cutting natural stratum 0056 and are sealed by topsoil 0055. They 
have been truncated by modern ploughing and there is no evidence for land 
surfaces contemporary with the archaeological features. 

Linear features were recorded in Trenches 1, 3, 5 and 7. For convenience they 
have been recorded and described as ‘ditches’ although it is possible that 
some of them are eroded, rather than dug, features. They are oriented 
approximately NS and generally have similar shallow, U-shaped profiles. They 
range from 0.80m to 2.16m in width and 0.26m to 0.46m in depth. 

Figure 13 shows how the individual ditch segments might be connected. From 
this it seems likely that there are at least three parallel ditches confined to a 
NS corridor approximately 12m wide, giving the appearance of a track or 
drove-way. A possible fourth ditch was recorded (but not excavated) near the 
W end of Trench 7 and its extent is unknown. 
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0076 (fill of ditch 0077, Trench 3) 
Two small bodydydydydydydydydydyydyyyyy ss ssssssherds. One thick-walled sandy, oxidised with sparse medium 
flint inclussssioioooiooioooonsnnnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnnn . OnOnOnOnOnOnOnOnOnnnOnOnOnnnnOnOnO e finer and harder with sand and iron oxide. ?Iron Age. 

0078888888888 (( ( ((((( ( ( ((fififififififiiifilllllllllllll  o oooooooooooof fffffff dddid tch 0079, Trench 3) 
WhWhWhhWhWhhWhWhhhhhWheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeltltttltttlttttl hrhrhrhrhhrhrhhrhrhrhrrrh own greyware body sherd. Quite well-sorted quartz inclussssssssssioiooioiooiii nsnsnsnsnnsnss, ,,, , , ,
popopopopopoppop sssssssssssssssssssssssssss ibibibbibibibbibbibility of it being Roman rather than medieval.  

00083 (fill of posthole 0082, Trench 4)
Two thick-walled, coarse body sherds with quartz and flint. Hand-made, 
partially oxidised, moderately abraded. 1 abraded small body sherd of a finer, 
hard-fired fabric with moderate small to medium flint inclusions. ?Iron Age. 

Finds discussion 
The ceramic assemblage consists mainly of small, often abraded body sherds, 
with very few rims or additional diagnostic features. Many of the fragments are
hand-made, sandy with flint, and are likely to be Iron Age, possibly the later 
part (Edward Martin, pers comm). However there is also a small amount of 
medieval coarsewares in some of the ditchfills. ThThTTTTThThThTThTTTT e majority of the worked flint 
can only be given a general date range of theeeeeeeee L L L L LLLLLLL LLatatatataaa erererererrerererrrr Prehistoric period apart f
from 0071 which contains two flints of possssssssssibibibibibbbibibbibleeleeeelele NNN N NNN NNNNNNNNNeeeeoeeeee lithic or Early Bronze Ager
date (Colin Pendleton, pers comm).

8.0 Discussion and CCCCCCCCCCCCooooooooooooooonnnnnnnnccccccccccccccccllllllllllllluuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuusssssssssssions 

Natural strata consist of glaciooooo-fluvial sand and gravel 0057 overlaid by an 
aeolian (loessic) deposit of sandy silt 0056. These are sealed by modern 
topsoil 0055, with no evidence for an intervening natural soil profile.  

Archaeological features were recorded in six of the eight evaluation trenches. 
They are all cutting natural stratum 0056 and are sealed by topsoil 0055. They 
have been truncated by modern ploughing and there is no evidence for land
surfaces contemporary with the archaeological features. 

Linear features ss s ssssss weww re recorded in Trenches 1, 3, 5 and 7. For convenience they 
have been rereeeeeereeeereerecococococococoocococococococc rdrdrdddddddddded and described as ‘ditches’ although it is possible that 
some of ththththhththhthththhhemememememememememeemeemem a a aaa aaaaaaaaarerrerererrrr  eroded, rather than dug, features. They are oriented 
approxoxoxxoxxxoxoxoxxximimimimimimiimimimmmatatatttatattatttttttteleleleleleeleelelellle y yyyyyy NS and generally have similar shallow, U-shaped profiles.s.s.s.s.s.sss.ssss  TTTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheheeheeeeeeheeeey y y yyyyyyy
raaaaaaangngngnggngngngggngngnngeee eeeeeeeeeee frfrrfrfrfrrfrfrfrfffff omoomomomomommomommoomoooommo  0.80m to 2.16m in width and 0.26m to 0.46m in depth. 

FiFiFiFiFiFiFiFFFFFFF guguggugugguguguguggggggg re 13 shows how the individual ditch segments might be e cocococococooocoocooconnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnececececececcecececececeecctettetettetttttt d. Fromt
ththththtttttttt is it seems likely that there are at least three parallel ditcheeeesss sssssssssss cocococoococococoooccoconfnfnfnnnfnfnnnnnn ined to a
NS corridor approximately 12m wide, giving the appearance offfffffffffff a track or 
drove-way. A possible fourth ditch was recorded (but not excavated) near the 
W end of Trench 7 and its extent is unknown. 



Finds of pottery and roof tile from the fills of ditch segments in Trenches 1, 3 
and 5 suggest that the ditches are of medieval date, although they also 
produced a few sherds of possible Iron Age pottery. 

Figure 13. Extrapolated plan of the ditches 

Single postholes (or posthole-sized features) were recorded in Trenches 1, 3 
and 5 (Fig 15). Those in Trenches 1 and 3 (0069 and 0075) are undated. 
Posthole 0050 in Trench 5 contained 11 sherds from an Iron Age vessel, 
apparently broken prior to deposition. 

Trench 4 contained a group of four probable postholes (Fig 15) one of which 
(cut 0082, fill 0083) produced three sherds of possible Iron Age pottery. The 
fills of these features all contain moderate fragments of charcoal, with 0081 
(cut 0080) being particularly charcoal-rich.  There is also some possible burnt 
bone in 0081 (awaiting analysis) suggesting a cremation deposit. Three of the 
possible postholes (0080, 0082 and 0084) are in a line, roughly parallel with 
and close to the projected eastern edge of ditch 0060. Note that posthole 0087 
cuts the eastern edge of ditch 0060; since the ditch fill (as excavated in 
adjacent Trench 5) produced medieval pottery it follows that posthole 0087 is 
of medieval or later date. 

Linear feature 0059 in Trench 7 is undated and difficult to interpret – its EW 
alignment and relatively small scale suggest that it is not associated with the 
NS ditches recorded elsewhere. No other features were noted in this trench 
and it is not certain that 0059 was man-made - it might have been an animal 
burrow. However, unstratified struck flints of Neolithic or Bronze Age date were
collected from the base of Trench 7. 

In conclusion, the interpretation of the NS ditches as part of a medieval track 
or drove-way seems likely, although the extrapolated plan of the ditches shown 
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Finds of pottery and roof tile from the fills of ditch segments in Trenches 1, 3 
and 5 suggest that the ditches are of medieval date, although they also 
produced a fewewwwwwwwwwwwwwww s ss ssssssherds of possible Iron Age pottery. 

Figure 13. Extraraaraaaaaraaarraraapopopopopoppoppopolalalalalllalaaaaaateteteteteteeeteeteteeddd ddddddddd plan of the ditches

Single postholes (or posthollllllle-e-e-eeee-e-e-ee-e-e-eeee ssisssssssss zezezzezezezezezezezeeeezzzzz dd ddddddd ffeatures) were recorded in Trenches 1, 3 
and 5 (Fig 15). Those in Trenccccccccccchehehehehehhhhhhh s 1 and 3 (0069 and 0075) are undated. 
Posthole 0050 in Trench 5 contained 11 sherds from an Iron Age vessel,
apparently broken prior to deposition. 

Trench 4 contained a group of four probable postholes (Fig 15) one of which f
(cut 0082, fill 0083) produced three sherds of possible Iron Age pottery. The 
fills of these features all contain moderate fragments of charcoal, with 0081 
(cut 0080) being particularly charcoal-rich.  There is also some possible burnt 
bone in 0081 (awaiting analysis) suggesting a cremation deposit. Three of the 
possible postholes (0080, 0082 and 0084) are in a line, roughly parallel with 
and close to theheheheheheheheheehehehehh  p rojected eastern edge of ditch 0060. Note that posthole 0087 f
cuts the easassssssssssaaa teteteteteteteteteeeernnnnrnnrnrnnrrrnrn eeee e e eeeeeeeedge of ditch 0060; since the ditch fill (as excavated in
adjacentntnttn  TTTTTTTTTTTTTrererererererrerereeencncncncncncncncncncnnn hh hhhhhhhh 5) produced medieval pottery it follows that posthole 00878787877877777878888 i iiiiiiiss s sss s s  
of medededededededdededdededddieieieieieeieeieeeeeevavavavavavavaavaav l lllllllll or later date. 

LLiLLLLLLLLLLL neneeneeneeeeeeeeeeaararaarararrarraaa ff fffeature 0059 in Trench 7 is undated and difficult to interprprprprprprpprpprprprprprppreteteteteteetetetetteeteett – – – iiiiiiii i iii iiitstststststststtttst  EEEEEEEEEEEW
alalalaalaalalaaaaaa igigigigigigiggggiignment and relatively small scale suggest that it is not asssssssssococococococococoocoocoooococoooo iaiaiaiaiiaaiiaaaateteteteteteetetetetteeeeddd ddddddddd with the 
NNSN  ditches recorded elsewhere. No other features were notedd i i i i iiiinn nnn nnnnnnn tthtt is trenchr
and it is not certain that 0059 was man-made - it might have been an animal 
burrow. However, unstratified struck flints of Neolithic or Bronze Age date were
collected from the base of Trench 7. 

In conclusion, the interpretation of the NS ditches as part of a medieval track 
or drove-way seems likely, although the extrapolated plan of the ditches shown



in Fig 13 would be confirmed only by further excavation. Similar landscape 
features can be seen on aerial photographs of the Woolverstone area (Fig 14). 
Note that the postulated track/drove-way runs parallel to modern field 
boundaries in this part of the parish. 

Figure 14. Interpretation of crop marks in the vicinity of the site, superimposed 
on a 19th-century Ordnance Survey map. The area of the proposed reservoir 

is shown also (hatched). 

The posthole-sized features (Fig 15) are more difficult to interpret. One of them 
(0050 in Trench 5) is undoubtedly Iron Age in date, containing 11 sherds from 
the same vessel. At least one of the postholes in Trench 4 (0082) is probably 
of similar date. Assuming that these were structural features it seems likely 
that there was occupation of the site in the late prehistoric period, and this is 
supported by the presence of a reasonable amount of residual prehistoric 
pottery and some struck flints in the medieval ditch fills. Note however that at 
least one of the posthole-sized features in Trench 4 (0087) is thought to be 
medieval in date. Further excavation would elucidate the extent and nature of 
prehistoric occupation on the site. 
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in Fig 13 would be confirmed only by further excavation. Similar landscape
features can be seen on aerial photographs of the Woolverstone area (Fig 14). 
Note that the popopopopopopoopopppoooopoossstsssssss ulated track/drove-way runs parallel to modern field 
boundariessessesseseses i iiiii ii iiin n n nnnnnnn ththththththhhhhhhhhhisisisissisisisssssssssss part of the parish. 

Figure 14. Interpretation of crop marks in the vicinity of the site, superimposed 
on a 19th-century Ordnance Survey map. The area of the proposed reservoir 

is shown also (hatched). 

The posthole-sized features (Fig 15) are more difficult to interpret. One of them 
(0050 in Trench 5) is undoubtedly Iron Age in date, containing 11 sherds from 
the same vessel. At least one of the postholes in Trench 4 (0082) is probably 
of similar date. Assuming that these were structural features it seems likely 
that there was occupation of the site in the late prehistoric period, and this is 
supported by tttttthehhehehehehehhehehhehhhhe presence of a reasonable amount of residual prehistoric
pottery and d sososososososososssooomemememememememeemememeeemmmem  s  truck flints in the medieval ditch fills. Note however that atttatttttt 
least onnnne ee eee ofofofoofofofoffffofofooo  ttttttttttthehehehehehehehehhehee posthole-sized features in Trench 4 (0087) is thought to bebebeeeeeeeebeb  
mediiievevevevevevevevevevevvvalalalaalaaaaaaaaa  ii i iin nnnnnnnnnnn dddddaddd te. Further excavation would elucidate the extent and natatatatatatattatatatataturururururururrururu e ee e e eeeeeeee ofofofofofofofffofof 
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Figure 15. Approximate locations of the posthole-sized features (black). Also 
showing extrapolated plans of the ditches (blue), evaluation trenches (green) 

and area of proposed reservoir (red) 

Disclaimer
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those 
of the Field Projects Division alone. The Local Planning Authority and its archaeological 
advisors will determine the need for further work when a planning application is registered. 
Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for 
inconvenience caused to clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that 
expressed in the report. 
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Figure 15. Approximate locations of the posthole-sized features (black). Also 
showing extrapolated plans of the ditches (blue), evaluation trenches (green) 

and area of proposed reservoir (red) 
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11.0 Appendices 

Appendix 1: Context list 

Context Type Description Trench Plan Section Finds Sample Images
0001 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 1 Y N
0002 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 2 Y N
0003 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 3 Y N
0004 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 4 Y N
0005 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 5 Y N
0006 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 6 Y N
0007 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 7 Y N
0008 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 8 Y N
0009 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 9 Y N
0010 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 10 Y N
0050 Cut Posthole? 5 7 7 N N 003
0051 Fill Fill of posthole? 0050 5 7 7 Y N
0052 Cut N-S ditch 5 7 7 N N 007, 008 
0053 Fill Fill of ditch 0052 5 7 7 Y N
0054 Unstratified Surface finds 9 Y N
0055 Deposit Topsoil All All N N
0056 Deposit Natural silt All All N N
0057 Deposit Natural sand & gravel All 1, 2 N N
0058 Fill Fill of linear cut 0059 8 9 9 N N
0059 Cut Linear cut 8 9 9 N N 001, 002 
0060 Cut N-S ditch 5 7 7 N N 004, 006 
0061 Fill Fill of ditch 0060 5 7 7 Y N
0062 Cut N-S ditch 5 7 7 N N 004, 005 
0063 Fill Fill of ditch 0062 5 7 7 Y N
0064 Section N facing at W end 1 1 N N 009
0065 Cut N-S ditch 1 2 2 N N 012
0066 Fill Fill of ditch 0065 1 2 2 Y N
0067 Cut N-S ditch 1 3 3 N N 010
0068 Fill Fill of ditch 0067 1 3 3 N N
0069 Cut Posthole? 1 3 3 N N 010, 011 
0070 Fill Fill of posthole? 0069 1 3 3 N N
0071 Unstratified Surface finds 8 Y N
0072 Fill Fill of ditch 0073 3 4 4 N N
0073 Cut N-S ditch 3 4 4 N N
0074 Fill Fill of posthole? 0075 3 4 4 N N
0075 Cut Posthole? 3 4 4 N N
0076 Fill Fill of ditch 0077 3 4 4 Y N
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Appendix 1: :: : :: CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCC ntntntnnntnntnnntntnntn ext list 

Contexexxexxxxxxxxxxxt ttt tt tttttttt TyTyTyTyTyTyTyypepepepepepepepeppepepepep  Description Trench Plan Section Finds Sampmpppppmpppmpplelelleleleleleleelee ImImmmmmmmmmmmaaagaaa es
000000010110101101010101010101010000 UnUnUnUUnUnUUUUnUnUUnUUUUU stratified MD & surface finds SQ 1 Y NNNNNNNNNNNN
000000000000000000000000 022222222222222222 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 2 YYYYYYYYY NNNNNNNNN
000000000000000000000000000000000030000 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 3 YYYYYYYYYYYY N
0004 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 4 YYYYYYYYYYYYYY N
0005 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 5 Y N
0006 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 6 Y N
0007 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 7 Y N
0008 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 8 Y N
0009 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 9 Y N
0010 Unstratified MD & surface finds SQ 10 Y N
0050 Cut Posthole? 5 7 7 N N 003
0051 Fill Fill of posthole? 0050 5 7 7 Y N
0052 Cut N-S ditch 555555555555555 7 7 N N 007, 008 
0053 Fill Fill of ditch 0052 555555 7 7 Y N
0054 Unstratified Surface finds 999999 Y N
0055 Deposit Topsoil All All N N
0056 Deposit Natural silt All All N N
0057 Deposit Natural saaaaaaandndndndndndndnnndnnnnn  & & &&&&&&&&&&&&&& g g g gggg ggggggrrarararrr vel All 1, 2 N N
0058 Fill Fill of linear cccccccut 0059 8 9 9 N N
0059 Cut Linear cut 8 9 9 N N 001, 002 
0060 Cut N-S ditch 5 7 7 N N 004, 006 
0061 Fill Fill of ditch 0060 5 7 7 Y N
0062 Cut N-S ditch 5 7 7 N N 004, 005 
0063 Fill Fill of ditch 0062 5 7 7 Y N
0064 Section N facing at W end 1 1 N N 009
0065 Cut N-S ditch 1 2 2 N N 012
0066 Fill Fill of ditch 0065 1 2 2 Y N
0067 CuCuuuuuuuuuuuutttttt N-S ditch 1 3 3 N N 010101010101101010 000000000000
0068 FFFFFFiFiF llllllllllllll Fill of ditch 0067 1 3 3 N N
000000069696969696969699699696 CCCuCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC t Posthole? 1 3 3 N NNNNNNNNNNNNNN 010000000000 0, 011 
0000000000000000 70700707070070070077770 Fill Fill of posthole? 0069 1 3 3 NNNNNNNNNNNNNN NNNNNNNNN
0000000000000000000000000007177777777 Unstratified Surface finds 8 YYYYYYYYYYYYY N
0072 Fill Fill of ditch 0073 3 4 4 NNNNNNNNNNNNN N
0073 Cut N-S ditch 3 4 4 N N
0074 Fill Fill of posthole? 0075 3 4 4 N N
0075 Cut Posthole? 3 4 4 N N
0076 Fill Fill of ditch 0077 3 4 4 Y N



Context Type Description Trench Plan Section Finds Sample Images
0077 Cut N-S ditch 3 4 4 N N
0078 Fill Fill of ditch 0079 3 5 5 Y N
0079 Cut N-S ditch 3 5 5 N N
0080 Cut Pit or posthole 4 6 N N 013-015
0081 Fill Fill of pit/phole 0080 4 6 N 1
0082 Cut Pit or posthole 4 6 N N 013-016
0083 Fill Fill of pit/phole 0082 4 6 Y N
0084 Cut Posthole 4 6 N N 013, 014 
0085 Fill Fill of posthole 0084 4 N N
0086 Fill Fill of posthole 0087 4 N N
0087 Cut Posthole 4 6 N N
0088 Fill Fill of ditch 0089 7 8 N N
0089 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N
0090 Fill Fill of ditch 0091 7 8 N N
0091 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N
0092 Fill Fill of ditch 0093 7 8 N N
0093 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N
0094 Fill Fill of ditch 0095 7 8 N N
0095 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N

Appendix 2: Contents of the stratigraphic archive 

Type Quantity 
Context register sheets 3x A4 paper 
Trench description sheets 8x A4 paper 
Context recording sheets 56x A4 paper 
Environmental sample register sheets 1x A4 paper 
Environmental sample recording sheets 1x A4 paper 
Combined plan/section drawing sheets 9x 290 x 320mm film 
Survey data (levels) 1x A4 paper 
Digital images 16x JPG images 
Digital image register sheets (on-site version) 1x A4 paper 
Digital image register sheets (archive version) 1x A4 paper 
Report (SCCAS report no. 2007/228) 1x A4 ring-bound 
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Context Type Description Trench Plan Section Finds Sample Images
0077 Cut N-S ditch 3 4 4 N N
0078 Fill Fill of ditch 0079 3 5 5 Y N
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00000000000000000000 8282222828222822222288 Cut Pit or posthole 4 6 NNNNNNNNNNNNNNN NNNNNNNN 013-016
0000000000000000000000000088838 Fill Fill of pit/phole 0082 4 6 YYYYYYYYY N
0084 Cut Posthole 4 6 NNNNNNNNN N 013, 014 
0085 Fill Fill of posthole 0084 4 N N
0086 Fill Fill of posthole 0087 4 N N
0087 Cut Posthole 4 6 N N
0088 Fill Fill of ditch 0089 7 8 N N
0089 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N
0090 Fill Fill of ditch 0091 7 8 N N
0091 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N
0092 Fill Fill of ditch 0093 7 8 N N
0093 Cut N-S ditch 77777777777 88888888 N N
0094 Fill Fill of ditch 0095 77777777777 8 N N
0095 Cut N-S ditch 7 8 N N

Appendix 2: Contents of thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhheee eeeeeeee ststststststttststststststssstrararararrarararrrrr ttigraphic archive

Type Quantity 
Context register sheets 3x A4 paper 
Trench description sheets 8x A4 paper 
Context recording sheets 56x A4 paper 
Environmental sample register sheets 1x A4 paper 
Environmental sample recording sheets 1x A4 paper 
Combined plan/section drawing sheets 9x 290 x 320mm film 
Survey data (levels) 1x A4 paper 
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Appendix 3: Brief and Specification 

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 Archaeological Evaluation 

HOME FARM, WOOLVERSTONE, SUFFOLK 

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety responsibilities. 

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements 

1.1 Planning consent (application B/07/01219) has been granted by Babergh District 
Council for the construction of a farm reservoir on Land at Home Farm, Woolverstone, 
Suffolk (TM 179 385), with a PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable 
programme of archaeological work being carried out. 

1.2 The proposed application area measures 1.20 ha., on Land at Home Farm, 
Woolverstone, Suffolk. The site is located at approximately 34.00m AOD, on the 
southern side of, and overlooking, the River Orwell. The underlying aeolian and 
glaciofluvial drift geology comprises loam over clay soil. 

1.3 The Planning Authority has been advised that any consent should be conditional upon 
securing the implementation of a programme of archaeological works before
development begins (PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition). An archaeological 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 should there be any 
archaeological finds of significance will be based upon the results of the evaluation and 
will be the subject of an additional brief.  

1.4 This application lies within an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record (HER). This proposal lies immediately adjacent to an area 
of  known prehistoric occupation (WLV 003 and WLV 004) which is highly likely to 
expand into the application zone. The site of the existing reservoir, immediately to the 
south, was not subject to archaeological investigation prior to construction. 

1.5 There is high potential for important archaeological features to be located in this area. 
Aspects of the proposed works will cause significant ground disturbance with the 
potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists.   

1.6 As a first stage, and in order to inform an impact assessment and subsequent 
mitigation, the following staged scheme of evaluation work is required:  

�� non-intrusive field-walking and metal-detecting survey. 

�� linear trial-trenching. 

1.7 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 Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this outline 
specification, 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 WSI as 
satisfactory. The 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. 
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1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirementstttttttt  

1.1 Planning consent (application B/07/01219) has been granted by Babergh District 
Council for the construction of a farm reservoir on Land at Home Farm, Woolverstone, 
Suffolk (TM 179 385), with a PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable
programme of archaeological work being carried out. 

1.2 The proposed application area measures 1.20 ha., on Land at Home Farm, 
Woolverstone, Suffolk. The site is located at approximately 34.00m AOD, on the 
southern side of, and overlooking, the River Orwell. The underlying aeolian and 
glaciofluvial drift geology comprises loam over clay soil. 

1.3 The Planning Authority has been advised that aanynynynyynynyynynyynynynnnnnn cc c ccccconsent should be conditional upon
securing the implementation of a progrgggg amamamamamamammamamaaaama mememememememememmemmemeee o ooooooooooooooooof archaeological works before
development begins (PPG 16, paragraph 3030030303000030 cc cc ccconononononnnnnnndididididdidididiidiitititiitiition). An archaeological evaluation of 
the application area will be required assss t t t t tttttthehehhehehehehehehehehh  ffffffffffirsrsrsrsrsrsrsrrsrsrsssrssttt ttttt part of a programme of archaeological 
mitigation; decisions on the need fooooor,r,r,r,rr,r,,r,r  aaaaaaaaaaandndndnndndnndnnnn  s ssss ssssscocccoccococococococcococ pppe of, any further work should there be any 
archaeological finds of significannnnnnnnnceceeceeeeceeecceceecece wwwwwwilililii l l ll lll bebebebebebbebebebebbebeee based upon the results of the evaluation and 
will be the subject of an additiononononononononononooonoonalalalalalaaaaaalaaaa  bb bbbbriririririrrirrriiefeefefefeeeefefefefeefe .  

1.4 This application lies within ann nnnnn arararaaaaaaraaa eea of archaeological importance, recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record (HER). This proposal lies immediately adjacent to an area
of  known prehistoric occupation (WLV 003 and WLV 004) which is highly likely to 
expand into the application zone. The site of the existing reservoir, immediately to the 
south, was not subject to archaeological investigation prior to construction.

1.5 There is high potential for important archaeological features to be located in this area.
Aspects of the proposed works will cause significant ground disturbance with the 
potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists.  

1.6 As a first stage, and in order to inform an impact assessment and subsequent 
mitigation, the following staged scheme of evaluation work is required:  

� non-intrusssssssivivivvivivivviivve eeeeeeeeee fifififielelelelleeeleeleleeee d-ddddddddddd walking and metal-detecting survey. 

� lineeeeeeeeeararararaararararararar  t rirrrrr alalalalalallllalalaaa -t-t-t-ttttttt-tttttrererrrrrr nching.
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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 WSI as 
satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be useds
to establish whether the requirements of the planning condition will be adequately met. 



2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

2.1 The surveys should establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, 
with particular regard to any which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in
situ.

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 The evaluation should 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. Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated 
project design; this document covers only the evaluation stage. The mitigation strategy 
will be the subject of a further archaeological brief, once the results of the evaluation 
have been reported.

2.7 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this specification are to be 
found in Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian 
Archaeology Occasional Papers 14, 2003. The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ 
Standard and Guidance for Field Evaluations (revised 2001) should be used for 
additional guidance in the execution of the project. 

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety 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 for each stage of the evaluation, which defines certain 
minimum criteria, is set out below. 

3. Specification for non-intrusive field-walking and metal-detecting survey 

3.1  A systematic field-walking and non-ferrous metal-detecting survey is to be undertaken 
across the entire area marked on the accompanying plan (1.20 ha. in extent). The 
strategy for assessing the artefact content of the topsoil must be presented in the WSI.   

4. Specification for trenched evaluation 

4.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 600m2 of the total 
area of the new reservoir development (1.20 ha.). These shall be positioned to sample 
all parts of the site, and informed by the results of the non-intrusive evaluation 
surveys. 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. 333m of trenching at 1.80m in width.  
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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 The evaluation should 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 beforeeeeee p p p p p pproceeding to the next phase of the 
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Standard and Guidance for Field Evaluations (revised 2001) should be used for 
additional guidance in the execution of the project. 

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety 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 for each stage of the evaluation, which defines certain 
minimum criteria, is set out below. 

3. Speciiiiiifififififififfiffficacacacacacacccccc tiiiitiitiit onononononooonooonnooo  for non-intrusive field-walking and metal-detecting survey

3.1  AAAAAAAAAAAA  ssysysssyssysssyssssteteteteeeteeeeteeteteeemammmmmmmm tic field-walking and non-ferrous metal-detecting survey is to be undndndndndndndddndddndn eeeeereeeeeeee tataattataakekekekekekekekkkekkkkkkkeek nnn nnnnnn
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44.44444444444  Specification for trenched evaluation 

4.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 600m2 of the total 
area of the new reservoir development (1.20 ha.). These shall be positioned to sample
all parts of the site, and informed by the results of the non-intrusive evaluation 
surveys. 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. 333m of trenching at 1.80m in width.  



If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20m wide must be 
used. A scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be 
included in the WSI and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT 
before field work begins. 

4.2 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a back-
acting arm and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the interface layer between topsoil 
and subsoil or other visible archaeological surface. All machine excavation is to be 
under the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be 
examined for archaeological material.

4.3 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 excavation will 
be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

4.4 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. 

4.5 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. 

4.6 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. 

4.7 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. 

4.8 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the trenched evaluation by an 
experienced metal detector user. 

4.9 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations are agreed with SCCAS/CT 
during the course of the evaluation). 

4.10 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.

4.11 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 SCCAS/CT. 
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If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20m wide must be
used. A scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be
included in nn n nnnnnnn nnnn the WSI and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT
before fffffffffffieieieieeeieeeieieldldldldlddldddddl  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwworooo k begins. 

4.2 Thhhhhhheeeee e eeeee tototototooopspspspspspspspspspsppspsspspsp oioioioioioioioooioioioooooo l l may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a a aa aaa aaaaaaaaa babbabbackckckckckckckkckckckckckkkkckkk------
acacacacacacacaccctitititiititingngngngngngnggggggg a a aa aaaarrrrmrr  and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the interface layer betwwweeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn nnnnnnnnn totototooototoopspspspspspspspspsppspsoooioo l
annnnnnnnnd dd ddd ddddddd ssssuss bsoil or other visible archaeological surface. All machine excavatatatatatatattiiioioiooioiooi nnnnn n isissisissisississsisiiis t t ttt tttttto be 
unununununnnunununnnnnunuu dddedddddd r the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. The totototototoototoottopspspspspsspsspsppspspsoil l l l l l shshshshshshshhhouoooooooo ld be 
examined for archaeological material.

4.3 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machihihihhihihihhhihiihinennn , 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 excavation will
be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

4.4 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.

4.5 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and
nature of any archaeological deposit. The deptptpttptptptptptpptpppppp h hhhhh and nature of colluvial or other 
masking deposits must be established across thhthhhththhhhththhthththhthe ee ee ee sisisiteteteteteetete. 

4.6 Archaeological contexts should, where pppppppppppososososososossisisisisisiiiiiss blblblblblbllblbblb e,e,eeeeeeeeeeee  be sampled for palaeoenvironmental
remains. Best practice should allooooooooow w ww wwwwwwww fofofofofofoofofoor r r rr r sssssasss mpling of interpretable and datable
archaeological deposits and provvvvvvvvvvisisissisissssissioioiooooiioion n n  shshshshshshshshshsshhshshouoooooo ld be made for this. The contractor shall 
show what provision has beeenenenenenneneneennn mm m mmmmmmadadaddddaddddadddaada eee ee eee fofofoffffoffffff r environmental assessment of the site and
must provide details of thhhhhhhhhhhhe e e eee ee ee sasasasasaaaaaaaampmpmpmpmpmpmpmmmpmpmmpmpmmmm lllilllll ng strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological 
remains (for palaeoenvirrrronononononnononononnooono mememememeeeemeemeeentntnntntntntntnntntnn alaaa  and palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples 
of sediments and/orrr rr 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. 

4.7 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. 

4.8 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the trenched evaluation by an 
experiennncecececcecececececececccced d metal detector user. 

4.9 All l l l fififififififfifififiiindndndndndddndndnnnnn s ss s ss s s s wiwiwiwwwiwiwwiww llllllllllll  be collected and processed (unless variations are agreed with SCCASASASASASASASASSSSS/C/C/C/C/C/CCCC/ T TT T TTTTT
dudududududdudddd rir ngngngngnggngggggnggggg t ttt tttttttt tthhehhhhhhhhhh  course of the evaluation).

4.4.4.444 10101010101010010 H H H H HHHHHuuumu an remains must be left in situ except in those cases wheheeheeeeeheerererereeeere dd d ddddamamammamamamamammmamamamaammmmmmmaaagaa e or u
dddesecration are to be expected, or in the event that analysis of theeeeeeeeeeeeeee r rr rr rrremememeemmemeeee aiiaiiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaa nnsnnsnsnssnnnnn  is shown
to be a requirement of satisfactory evaluation of the site.  Hooooooooooooooooooooowewewewewewewewwewwweeweww veveveveeeeeeer,r,r,r,r,rrrr,r,rr  t tttt t tt t tttthhehhhhhhh  excavator 
should be aware of, and comply with, the provisions of Section nnnnnnnnn 2525255252525252525552555 ooo ooof the Burial Act 
1857.

4.11 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 SCCAS/CT. 



4.12 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome 
photographs and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 

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

4.14 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

5. General Management 

5.1   All arrangements for the field survey, 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.  

5.2 Careful consideration must be given to obtaining specialist advice and the appointment 
of an appropriate contractor.  

5.3 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 
commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT. The developer or his archaeologist 
will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days notice of the 
commencement of survey on the site, in order that the work of the archaeological 
contractor may be monitored. 

5.4 The composition of the Archaeological investigation contractors staff must be detailed 
and agreed by this office, including any subcontractors/specialists. There must also be 
a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for work on other archaeological sites and 
publication record.  Data collection must be undertaken under the supervision of an 
experienced project manager (three-plus years’ experience). Data interpretation must 
be undertaken by experienced personnel (three-plus years’ experience). 

5.5 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 

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

5.7 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 SCCAS/CT before execution. 

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

5.9 Any changes to the WSI that the project archaeologist may wish to make after 
approval by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/CT and the client 
for approval. 

6. Report Requirements

6.1 An archive of all records and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principles of 
English Heritage’s Management of Archaeological Projects 1991 (MAP2), particularly 
Appendix 3. This must be deposited with the County HER within three months of the 
completion of work.  It will then become publicly accessible. 
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4.12 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome 
photographs and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 

4.13 Topsoilllll, , ,  ,, susususussssususss bsbsssssssssssssoio l and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to o o oooooooo
alloooooooooowwww www wwwww sesessesesesseeesequququuquuququququq enenenenenennennneenentttttittt al backfilling of excavations. 

4.14 TTTTTTTTTrerererererereeencncncncnncnccn hehhhhhhhhhh s should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

5.5.5.5.. G    eneral Management

5.1   All arrangements for the field survey, the timing of the work, accecececeeeeeeeeessssssssssss  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. 

5.2 Careful consideration must be given to obtaining specialist advice and the appointment 
of an appropriate contractor.  

5.3 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 
commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT. The developer or his archaeologist 
will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days notice of the 
commencement of survey on the site, in order that the work of the archaeological
contractor may be monitored. 

5.4 The composition of the Archaeological investigiggigggggggggatatatatatataaaaaaaaaata ioioioioiiiiii n nn nn nn contractors staff must be detailed 
and agreed by this office, including any subbubbbbbbbububububcocococococococcocococ ntnnntnnnn raaraaaaaaaaaaaactctctctctctctctcctctcttors/specialists. There must also be
a statement of their responsibilities or aaaaaaaaaa CC CCCC CCVVVVVVVVVVV ff f fffffffforororororrororrrorororo   w w w w wwwork on other archaeological sites and
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5.5 A detailed risk assessmeeentntntntntnntnttttntntnttnn  mm mmmmmusususususuussususuusussssst ttttttttt bbebbbbbb  provided for this particular site. 

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

5.7 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 SCCAS/CT before execution. 

5.8 The responsibility for identifying any constraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled 
Monumeeeentntntntntntnntntnnntnnn    status, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree 
preserererrrrerrerrre vavavavavavavavvavaaattititititt ononononnnnonnonnnnooo  o   rders,  SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considerations rests with thhhththhhthhthhhhht e eeeeeeeeeeee
coooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm isisiiisisissisisisisiiissssssionononononononooo ing body and its archaeological contractor. The existence and contenenenenenennnene tt ttttt ofofofffffffff 
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5.55.5.5555555 9 9 AAAAnAA y changes to the WSI that the project archaeologist may wiwwwiwwiwiwiwiiwiwiwwiwwishshshshshshhshshshssh t t to o o o o o ooooo ooo mammmmmm ke after 
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for approval. 

6. Report Requirements

6.1 An archive of all records and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principles of 
English Heritage’s Management of Archaeological Projects 1991 (MAP2), particularly 
Appendix 3. This must be deposited with the County HER within three months of the
completion of work.  It will then become publicly accessible. 



6.2 There must be an analytical report with description and interpretation of the results. 
The objective record of the evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
interpretation. 

6.3 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

6.4 The methodology should be set out carefully, and explained as appropriate. It must 
include a non-technical summary to make the report intelligible to both specialists and 
non-specialists. 

6.5 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.  

6.6 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). 

6.7 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to 
obtain an event number for the work.  This number will be unique for each project or 
site and must be clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

6.8 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 HER 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. 

6.9 The project manager should consult the County HER Officer regarding the 
requirements for the deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, organisation, 
labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the archive. 

6.10 The results of the evaluation should be easily related to present-day landscape 
features and tied in to the OS Grid.  

6.11 The results of the evaluation should be related to the relevant known archaeological 
information held in the County HER. 

6.12 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the Report. 

6.13 The Report 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). 

6.14 An opinion as to the necessity for archaeological mitigation 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. 

6.15 Three copies of the report must be sent to SCCAS/CT as well as one copy sent to the 
Developer. 

6.16 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. 
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6.2 There must be an analytical report with description and interpretation of the results. 
The objectcctctctctccccctcccc ive record of the evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
interpreeeeeetatatatatatataatatatat tititititiititttt ononnnnnnnnnnnn. ....

6.3 ThThThhhThThThThThThhhTT e eee rerereeeeereeeeeereerepopopopopppopopopopoopoooopoopoportrtttrttt should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

6.4444444 ThThTThThhThThThThTThTThThThhe eeeeeeee methodology should be set out carefully, and explained as appropopoppoppopriririiririiririatataatatate... I I IIII IIIt t t tttttt must 
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non-specialists. 

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

6.6 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). 

6.7 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to
obtain an event number for the work.  This numbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbereeeeee  will be unique for each project or 
site and must be clearly marked on any docummmmmmmmmeneneeeeeeneneenenenee tatatatattttttt tititittitionooooooo  relating to the work. 

6.8 Finds must be appropriately conserved d ddddd dd anananananananand d d dddddddd ststststtststttststsss orororororooooooooo ede  in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.  The finds, , , ,  , asasasasasasssasss aaaaaaan n n nnnn ininnnnnndidddddd ssoluble part of the site archive, should
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6.9 The project manager shhhhhhhhouououououououuouuooo ld consult the County HER Officer regarding the
requirements for the deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, organisation, 
labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the archive. 

6.10 The results of the evaluation should be easily related to present-day landscape 
features and tied in to the OS Grid.  

6.11 The results of the evaluation should be related to the relevant known archaeological 
information held in the County HER. 

6.12 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the Report. 

6.13 The Repppppporororooororororororoooort ttttttt must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the site, ,,,,
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6.6666666666 15 Three copies of the report must be sent to SCCAS/CT as well as oooooonenennenenenenneeee c cc ccccc c coooopoooooo y sent to the 
Developer. 

6.16 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.



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

6.18 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. 

6.19 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County 
HER. 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: 5 November 2007      Reference: / HomeFarm_Woolverstone2007 

This 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. 

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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6.17 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER manual, for all sites
where archhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaaaa ological finds and/or features are located.

6.18 At thththththhthththhhhe ee ee eeeee stststststarararaarararararaarttt ttttttt of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS ononononnnonnnnnonliliililililiiiiiilinenenenenenenenennnnn  ff
rerererererererereeeeecocococococcccococc rdrdrdrdrdddddddddddd hththththththththhththhhhth tptptptptttp /://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields compmpmpmpmpmmmmpmpmmmmpmm lel teteeeeteteteteeteeeeteteeed d d dd dddd dd/
onononononoonono  D D DDDDDDDettettetetettettte aaaaia ls, Location and Creators forms. 

6.6.6.6.6.6.6.66666..1919111111191  A AA AAAAAAA AAAAAll parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submissisisissssss onononononononono  ttttttttto ththththtthtththt e eeeeeeeee CCCCoCCCC unty 
HER. This should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire  rerereerereererereepopopopopopoppoopp rrrtrtttttt ((( ( (((((a a aa aaa aaaaa 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    TeTeTeTeTeTeTeTel:l:l:lll     0000000001284 352197
      EmEmEmEmEmEmmEmEmmE aiaiaiiaiaiaiailll: jess.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 
Date: 5 November 2007      RRRRRRRRRRRRReefeeeee erence: / HomeFarm_Woolverstone2007

This Specification remains valid fffffffforoororoorororoooo  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. 

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. 


