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Summary
An archaeological monitoring was carried out on land at Chamberlain’s Buildings. Previous
archaeological work in the area has discovered both Roman and prehistoric evidence within

100m to the north-east.

A small concentration of pits and two shallow linear features were found towards the south-west
of the proposed area. Recovered finds consist of burnt stone and a single Roman coin.

HER 1nf0rmat10n

Planning applmatu;m no. F/2008/060/FUL

Date of ﬁeldwork 18/2/2008 —29/02/2008
Grid' Reference TL 7452 7960
Fundlng body: Elveden Farms LTD

Oasis reference. suffolkc1-39201
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Figure 1. Site location plan.



Introduction

An archaeological monitoring was carried out prior to the construction of a new grain silo and
access road at Chamberlain’s Buildings, Eriswell (planning application F/2008/060/FUL). The
monitoring followed the brief and specification prepared by Will Fletcher (Suffolk County
Council Archaeology Service, Conservation team). The fieldwork was carried out from the 18th
to the 29th of February

The site, which measures c.1.5ha is situated on a flat, rectangular, south-west faemg field with an
M.O.D ranging from 23.461m at the north-east to 21.845m at the south-west' ‘somie 3.5 km to the
north-eastof Mﬂdenhall (Fig. 1). Previous work in the immediate vicinify ‘in¢ldes the
excavatlon of a prehistoric barrow (ERL 036) approximately 100m £¢¢ the?Fast. This site was
identifigd’as a ‘bowl]” form prehistoric barrow and produced a prlmary Bronze Age burial and
two secondary Late Bronze Age cremations (Dymond, 1974). Finds recovered from this site both
pre-dated and post-dated the burial mound (Neolithic and Roman respectively).

The proximity of this barrow to the proposed area of excavation could present further evidence
of the archaeological landscape of the area.

Methodology

The machining of the site was carried out in two phases. First, a back acting JCB with a toothless
1.8m ditching bucket was used to remove the SW aregg'eonsisting of a trackway leading to the
main site. Once this initial area was completed twjx tracked 360° machines with 2.1m toothless
buckets were used to strip the main area of the site (@pprox. 100m x 125m). The machines were
supervised as they removed the topsoil and subsoﬂ to reveal the archaeological horizon. All
archaeological features exposed were excavated by hand to at least the minimum standards set
out in the Brief and Specification (Appendlx 1). A full written record was made using a
continuos numbering system starting 4¢0001. Sections were recorded at a 1:20 scale and digital
images were taken of each feature. Any finds recovered from features were retained and a
specialist finds report produced. A Total Station Theodolite was utilised to create a plan of the
site, which was then plotted to the national grid.

The site was recorded under a new HER No. ERL 205. The site archive is kept in SCCAS

archaeological store at Bury St Edmunds. A copy of this report has been logged to the OASIS
live database (Reference: suffolkc1-39201).

Results

Once stripped it was determmed that the site lay on natural chalk bedrock w1th heavy gla01al
scarring (runnmg NW- SE). Sealing the natural chalk was a sub-soil layer rangmg in depth from
0.05m-@2m@nd overlying that was a topsoil layer of 0.25-0.4m (see 0004,and 0011, Fig. 3).
Moderate disturbance was observed in an area at the west of the sif@ prev1ously used as an
orchard (Fig. 2) and further disturbance was observed at the far SW ¢orner. This area had been
used as an ‘ad hoc’ track way for at least 30 years and had been annually built up with hardcore
to combat its subsidence (Fig. 2).
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Figure 2. Site dlsq.ui%%nce

The excavation area produced a scattering il{&%gular pits (Fig. 4) mostly concentrated
towards the south-west corner of the main 9@3‘\ ese pits were on average, approximately 0.5m
in diameter and 0.2-0.3m in depth wit ent fills of silty wind-blown sands. A small
number of these features had been c@htgd’%y exploiting the natural sand hollows and glacial
scars present across the site (Fig. 3, 0@9) Finds recovered from these pits consist of small
amounts of burnt flint.

Six larger pits (0.9m-1.1m) were also identified (0004, 0013, 0017,0021,0025, 0045) (Fig. 4).

Two parallel linear features were identified at the entrance to the SW track way (Fig. 4). Each
was 0.3m wide and ¢.0.06m deep (Fig. 4). A C1 AD. Roman copper alloy coin (S.F 1001) was
recovered from the eastern feature (0009). These linear features were of similar spacing and
alignment to the plough{mes in the adjacent field and it is possible that the coin is a rq@dual find
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Feature Feature

Dimensions

Feature Description

1.4m width, 1.4m
Length, 0.5m depth.

0.3m width, Unknown
length, 0:08m depth.

03mw1dth, unknown

- lengths0:06m depth.

No. Type
0004 Pit
0007 Gully
0009 Gully
0011

0013 &V

0017 Pit
0019 Pit
0021 Pit
0025 Pit
0027 Pit
0029 Pit
0033 Pit
0035 Pit
0037 Pit
0039 Pit
0041 Pit
0043 Pit

0052

Pit

\{04m width, 0.4m
“ length, 0.2m depth.

Im width, 1m length,
0.7m depth.

1.05m width, unknown

length, 0.35m depth.

0.6m width, 0.6m
length, 0.2m depth.

0.65m width, 1.8m
length, 0.4m depth.

1.1m width, 1.65m
length, 0.27m depth.

0.8m width, 0.8m
length, 0.3m depth.

0.22m width, 0.48m
length, 0.22m depth.

0.25m width, 0.5m
length, 0.18m depth.

0.45m width, Im
length, 0.2m depth.

0.4m width, 0.4m
length, 0.12m depth.

0.5m width, 0.55m
length, 0.3m depth.

0.5mafadth, 0.55m

,1¢ngth, 023m depth.

) 0.4m width, 0.4m
“fength, 0.12m depth.

0.5m width, 1.2m
length, 0.32m depth.

0.4m width, 0.4m
length, 0.16m depth.

0.6m width, 0.6m
length, 0.3m depth.

0.65m width, 0.7m
length, 0.22m depth.

C

Sub-square plan with a U-shape section with concave base. Yellow-brown
silty-sand basal fill, 0005 and orangy-brown secondary fill. Some burnt stone

finds were present.
Linear plan with a shallow dish section with concave base. Filled with an

orangy-brown silty-sand, 0008. No finds were present. Is possibly“plough line.

Linear plan with a shallow dish section with a concave base,. An oraﬂgy -brown
silty-sand fill, 0010. 1* century coin (S.F 1001) found. Possﬁ')Ly a plough line.

Irregular circular plan with a V-section with narrow (ase. Grey brown sandy-
silt fill, 0012. No finds present. \

Sub-square plan with a U-section with ﬂat:basé Mid-orangy-brown Sandy-silt
basal fill, 0014 and light-orangy-brown sandy-silt secondary fill, 0015.
Mid/dark brown-black tertiary fill, 0016. Some burnt flint finds present.

Irregular ellipse plan with a U-section with a slightly concave base. Filled with
a mid/dark brown-black sandy-silt, 0018. No finds were present.

Sub-square plan with a smooth U-section and concave base. Filled with
mid/dark grey-brown sandy-silt, 0020. No finds were present.

Sub-rectangular plan that has a shallow U-section and slightly concave base.
Filled with mid-orangy-brown sandy-silt slump at the SW side, 0022. Mid/light
orangy-brown sandy-silt slump fill at NE side, 0023. Mid/dark grey-brown
sandy silt main fill. No ﬁnds present.

Ellipse plan with U,sectlon with convex base. Filled with mid/dark grey-brown
silty-sand, 0026 No ﬁnds present.

Circular pla,n thh a U section and a slightly concave/flat base. Filled with dark
blacklsh brown sandy-s11t 0028. Burnt flint finds present.

P

6, '-cula.rfplt with a U-section and a small concave base. Cut into N.E of natural

~»~h0110w With a mid-blackish-brown sandy-silt basal fill, 0030. mid/light grey-

brown sandy silt second fill, 0031. No finds were present.
Sub-rectangular plan with V-section and a narrow base. Filled with a mid/dark
browny-black clay-silt, 0034. No finds present.

A Sub-rectangular plan and a U-section with a wide flat base. Filled with
mid/dark-blackish-browny sandy-silt, 0036. Burnt flint finds were present.

Circular plan with a shallow U-section and a concave base. Mid/dark black-
grey-brown clay-silt fill, 0038. No finds were present.

A circular plan with U-section and a narrow concave base. Filled with mid/dark
grey-brown clay-silt, 0040. No finds were recovered.

A sub-rectangular plan with a U-section and a wide convex base Dark grey-
black-brown sandy-silt, 0042. Burnt flint finds present. \s

Circular plan with shallow U-section and a shallow céhda,Ve base Filled with a
mid blackish-brown sandy-silt, 0044. No ﬁnds presen;

~

Rectangular plan with a U-section and flats base is ﬁlled with a mid-orangy-
greyish-brown sand-clay-silt, 0046. Nof ﬁnds ISresent

An ellipse plan with a U-section and concave base. It is filled with mid/dark
greyish-brown sandy-clay-silt, 0048. No finds present.

Circular plan with a U-section and narrow concave base. Filled with a mid
grey-orangy-brown sandy-silt basal fill, 0051 and mid/dark blackish-grey-
brown clay-sandy-silt secondary fill. Some burnt flint present, 0050.

Sub-circular plan. A U-section with a slightly concave base. It has a mid/light
brown-grey silty-sand basal fill, 0053 and a mid black-grey-brown sandy-clay-
silt secondary fill, 0054. No finds were present.

Table 1. Concise feature list.



Finds and environmental evidence by Cathy Tester

Introduction
Finds were collected from seven contexts, as shown in the table below.

opP Flint Burnt flint  Burnt stone Miscellaneous Spotdate
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g ,,‘. \
0005 e 2 102 1 186 (Preh)’
0010 N O\ SF1001 Copper alloy coin ~ AD 71¢%
0016 497 4 24 ((Preh)
0028 0¥ 40 2 20 - g‘_,f'.”";:(Preh)
0036\ " A\07 6 15 98 <A QO%Later Preh
’ 0042,. % 2 12 1 5 0V w29 Meso. Neo, L
‘ g -~/.j_',"'-‘ " Preh
0050 5 63 : (Preh)
Total 3 18 29 312 1 186

Table 2. Finds quantities

Roman coin
(Identified by Jude Plouviez)

A copper alloy as of Vespasian was found in ?linear feature 0009 (0010). The obverse legend
reads IMP [---]PASIANVS AUG COS III and the reyérsg VICTORIA --- and shows Victory
advancing left. Weight 10.84g, diameter 28mm S F 1001

Flint
(Identified by Colin Pendleton)

Three pieces of flint were found in two contexts.

A heavily patinated squat flake with hinge fracture of later prehistoric date was found in pit 0035
(0036).

A patinated snapped small Mesolithic or Neolithic blade with crude later (unpatinated) retouch
and a heavily patinated long flake of later prehistoric, most likely Bronze Age, date were
recovered from pit 0041 (0042).

Burnt flint and stone

A total of 29 fragments of burnt flint was collected from six pit contexts. > 24

The materialds white-grey and fire-crackled and probably represents the remams of pot-boilers’
which are) un,datable in themselves but probably prehistoric. In pits 003§ (0036) and 0041 (0042)
they Were f6und in association with Mesolithic or Neolithic and later prehlstorlc worked flint.

A fragment of fire-reddened sandstone was also collected from pit 0004 (0005).



Plant macrofossils and other remains
by Val Fryer

Introduction and method statement

Three samples for the evaluation of the content and preservation of the plant macrofossil
assemblages were taken for assessment.

The samples were processed by manual water flotation/washover and the flots wereg; collected in
a 500 micron mesh-sieye. ‘The dried flots were scanned under a binocular mlcroscope at
magmﬁcatlons up 10X 16 and the plant macrofossils and other remains notedy: are Jisted on Table
3. All plant ¥emains were charred. Modern contaminants including fibrous togts, seeds and
arthropods were present throughout. The non-floating residues were collected in a Imm mesh
sieve ang: Sorted when dry. All artefacts/ecofacts were retained for further specialist analysis. The
results are shown in Table 3.

Results

Charcoal/charred wood fragments were present throughout, and were particularly abundant
within Sample 1 from the fill of pit 0035. The fragments within this latter sample were of
particular note as they appeared to have been burnt at such high temperatures that the edges had
become tarry. With the exception of a single piece of charred root/stem, no other plant remains
were recorded. Fragments of black porous and tarry material, which were probable residues of
the combustion of organic remains at extremely high,_ temperatures were present in all three
assemblages. A small number of shells of terrestrig? métuscs were recorded, but all were well
preserved and were almost certainly 1ntruswe w1th1n ‘the contexts.

Sample No. <o Lo 1 2 3
Context No. eV 0 0036 0038 0042
Feature No. 0035 0038 0041
Plant macrofossils

Charcoal <2mm XXXX X X
Charcoal >2mm X

Charred root/stem X

Other remains

Black porous 'cokey' material XX X
Black tarry material XXX X X
Sample volume (litres) 10ss 10ss 10ss
Volume of flot (litres) 0.1 <0.1 <0.1
% ﬂot sor‘ted 100% 100% 100%

. COTable 3. Plant macrofossils and other remains .
(Key to Table:x = 1 l() spemmens xx = 10-50 specimens; xxx = 50-100 specimens; xxxx = 100+ specunens o5 = sub sample)

Concluszons and recommendations for further work

In suUmimdty, the assemblages are all small (0.1 litres in volume or ess) w1th charcoal being the
only plant material recorded. The assemblages are probably derived from either scattered refuse
of unknown origin or, as in the case of Sample 1, from a small deposit of possible hearth waste.
None of the current assemblages contain sufficient material for quantification and, with the
possible exception of Sample 1, none are suitable for C14 dating.

Although the current samples are largely unproductive, the recovered assemblages do illustrate
that a limited range of plant macrofossils is present within the archaeological horizon at
Chamberlain’s Buildings. Therefore, if further interventions are proposed, it is recommended
that additional plant macrofossil samples of approximately 20 — 40 litres in volume be taken
from all recorded features.



Discussion of finds and environmental evidence

The finds assemblage is mainly prehistoric and was recovered from seven features, six pits and a
‘linear feature’. These features include material such as worked flint and burnt flint “pot-boilers’
that indicate activity at this location during the Mesolithic or Neolithic as well as the later
prehistoric period, most likely during the Bronze Age.

The small macrofossil assemblage from three of the pits demonstrates the presence of @ limited
range of material that 1s probably derived from scattered refuse or possible hearth w stea

The only later fm

S ’a late 1st century Roman coin recovered from a hnear;jfea\ture.

Summary and Conclusion

This momtorlng identified an archaeological horizon at a varying depth 0f 0.3-0.6m,
encompassing a total of 19 pits and 2 linear features. The majority of features were dug straight
into the natural chalk with some features partially exploiting natural sandy hollows found
frequently across the site. Dimensions of these pits were fairly consistent and fell into two
categories with the majority approximately 0.5m in diameter by 0.3m deep, and a smaller
number measuring around 0.6m in diameter by 0.4m deep (Fig. 3).

Dating evidence was scarce with bulk finds consisting of 3 flint flakes, burnt stone and a single
Roman coin (S.F 1001). The site’s close proximity to @’known prehistoric landscape (ERL 036)
and the lack of any later artefactual evidence suggests tltat the features discovered are prehistoric
in nature. The locations of the discovered featuss, aifd their concentration towards the SW could
be interpreted as respecting the barrow to the' NE (Fig. 5) adding weight to the argument ERL
205 being contemporary or at least Very close in date to ERL 036.

ERL 036
@

@ Feature location N
—— — Spatial relationship demarcation
—— Trench outline W- E

Om 100m S

Figure 5. Spatial relationship demarcation.



The two linear features at the south-west were approximately 1m apart and ran parallel in a
north-west/south-east alignment. It is possible that these may define the location of a former
track, but as they were also aligned with the plough lines in the adjacent field it is also possible
that they related to more recent agricultural activity. The recovery of a 1st century Roman coin
could allow the possibility that they are Roman.

Overall, due to the lack of artefacts and small quantity of material recovered from envitonmental
sampling it is not possfble to confidently ascribe a definite function or date to the 1dent1ﬁed
features. It can howeygt, be suggested that the small amount of charred plant/hearth anaterial that
was recovered reIates to short-term occupation in or near the area. -

No prexﬁiqys_tle\'/idence of prehistoric settlement has been identified in. jﬂﬁ'e,:im}hediate area. The
spars¢ quantity of occupational evidence that was discovered at this sit¢’could point to a period
of shifting or semi-permanent settlement indicative of the late Neolithic (Brown & Murphy
2000).

Andrew Vaughan Beverton
June 2008
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Appendix 1 Brief and specification

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

"Fhe nature of the development and archaeological requiremen}’s"

SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE - CONSERVATION TEAM

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation

LAND AT CHAMBERLAIN'S BUILDINGS, ERISWELL, SUFFOLK %"

The, Qoiﬁ}piééioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safei‘y.yre’sfﬁonsibi/ities.

Planning consent has been granted by Forest Heath District Council for the construction of two
grain storage building and a new access road on land at Chamberlain’s Buildings, Eriswell,
Suffolk, with a PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable programme of
archaeological work to be carried out. The planning application reference is F/2008/060/FUL, at
NGR TL 7452 7960.

The proposed application area measures c. 1.5ha. which includes the construction of a new
entrance and access road, and is situated some 3.5 km to the northeast of Mildenhall. It is
situated on chalk and chalky drift deposits of the Newmarket series at ¢. 20 - 25.00m OD.

The proposal is situated less that 100m from the Slte of a known prehistoric barrow (ERL 036).
The site was excavated in the 1960’s and . produced a primary Bronze Age burial and two
secondary Late Bronze Age cremations; A1so recovered from the excavation were finds that both
predate and post-date the barrow’s constructlon including Neolithic flints and Roman pottery. The
amount of evidence from the dlfferent periods (Prehistoric and Roman) suggest that the area
around the barrow has a high potentlal for the recovery of an archaeological site(s), in particular
with occupation deposits. The proposed works would cause significant ground disturbance that
has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists.

A trenched 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.

All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, the
definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be defined
and negohated Wlth the commissioning body. S\

Detailed standards |nformat|on and advice to supplement this brief are to be found m Standards
for F/eld Archaeo/ogy in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasronal Papers 14,
2003

2\

..;;'Jnaccordance with the standards and guidance produced by the mstuute of Field Archaeologists
? . this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total exeglition of the project. A Written
“Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification

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

11



Appendix 1

1.8 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to
provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a
written statement that there is no contamination. The developer should be aware that
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impact on any archaeological
deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservatlon Team of
the Archaeolog|cal Servrce of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution.

1.9 The responsrblllty for identifying any constraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled; Monument status,
Listed Building’status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders 'SSSils, wildlife
sites( &C. . ecolog|cal considerations rests with the commissioning body and its archaeological
contraetor The existence and content of the archaeological bnef does not over-ride such

¢ -‘;constralnts or imply that the target area is freely available. -

a\

1.10 'Any changes to the specifications 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.
2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

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

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

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

24 Establish the potential for the,, surwval of environmental evidence, through a suitable
environmental sampling program »

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

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

2.7 The deyeloper or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above'rl_: ive working days
notiée of'the commencement of ground works on the site, |n order that the work of the
'_arc‘naeologlcal contractor may be monitored.

2.8 '}rlf the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its ent|rety (par’ucularly in the instance
of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence
of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on this basis when
defining the final mitigation strategy.

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

12



Appendix 1

3.

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.1

Specification: Field Evaluation

Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 750m? of the total application
area. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be
the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless
special cwcumstahces can be demonstrated; this will result in @ minimum of c. 416m of trenchlng
at1.8min W|dth Xy

If excavatlon e mechanlsed a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.2m Wlde must be used. A
scale plan showmg the proposed locations of the trial trenches should e mcluded in the Written
Scheme 'of Investigation and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCASI/CT before

p -‘;freldwork begins.

’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.

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.

In all evaluation excavation there is a presumptloﬁof the need to cause the minimum disturbance
to the site consistent with adequate evaluatio®, that significant archaeological features, e.g. solid
or bonded structural remains, bwldlng slot’s or post holes, should be preserved intact even if fills
are sampled. RO\

There must be sufficient excavat'[,éh}tqf'{ijive clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of any
archaeological deposit. The dépth“and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must be
established across the site.

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. @nd_Wiltshire,
P.E.J., 1994, A quide to sampling archaeological deposits for environmental ana!ysrs3 IS available
for wewmg from SCCAS. .

Any! natural subson surface revealed should be hand cleaned and exa'rhinéd"for archaeological

(;deposrts and artefacts. Sample excavation of any archaeologlcal features revealed may be
necessary in order to gauge their date and character.

' Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavatlon by an experienced metal

detector user.

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

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.
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3.12  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.

3.13 A photographic reoord of the work is to be made, consisting of monochrome photegraphs and
colour transparenc:les and/or high-resolution digital images. » .

3.14 The topson subson and archaeological deposit are to be kept separate durlng excavatlon to allow
sequent|al backfllllng of the excavation. ( \*

3.15 -g‘,Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT

4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work commences,
including monitoring by SCCAS/CT. The archaeological contractor will give not less than five
days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for monitoring the
project can be made.

4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this office,
including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to have a major
responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a statement
of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavatlon work on other archaeological sites and
publication record. 4 '

4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsnblllty to ensure that adequate resources are available
to fulfil the Brief. i

s\

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must bjé-"bfovided for this particular site.

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

4.6 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation
(revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in
drawing up the report.

5. Report Requirements

51 An archive of aII Jecords and finds must be prepared consistent with the prmc|p'les of English
Heritage's. Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendlx v and Appendix
4.1). PO p A3

5.2 Thereport should reflect the aims of the Written Scheme of Inves‘[_igat‘i'(')fra_{ N

53 'jrfiih'e objective account of the archaeological evidence must bef»‘i;learly distinguished from its
archaeological interpretation.

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

5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assessment of

potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-technical
summaries.
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5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

5.13

5.14

5.15

5.16

5.17

The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence,
including an assessment of palaesoenvironmental 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 Archaeo/ogy, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000).

The results of the surveys should be related to the relevant known archaeologlcal mformatlon
held in the County HER. .

A copy of the SpeC|f|cat|on should be included as an appendix to the report’

~ P\ \

./-;‘,The prOJect manager must consult the County HER Officer (D, Com 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.

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.

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

The site archive is to be deposited with the County HER within three months of the completion of
fieldwork. It will then become publicly acceSS|bIe

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

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

Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which must be
compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integration in the County HER. AutoCAD files should
be also exported and saved into a format that can be can be imported into Mapinfo (for example,
as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files.

At the start¢ of WOrk (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS ohhne record
http://ads, alttis@c.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on Details,
Locatlon and Creators forms. \

_All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submlSS|0n to the County HER. This

”i"should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report® (a Haper copy should also be

mcluded with the archive).
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Specification by: William Fletcher

Suffolk County Council
Archaeological Service Conservation Team
Environment and Transport Department

Shire Hall
Bury St Edmunds AV Y
Suffolk IP33 2AR (U~ (%" Tel: 01284 352199
RA\RAK Email:  william. fletcher@et suffolkcc gov.uk
Date: . (12 #ebruary 2008 Reference: /Chambgrléii;rﬁsBﬁildings-ErisweIIZOOS

This brief and specification remains valid for six months from the above date. If work is not
carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified
and a revised brief and specification may be issued.

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 Councﬂ who have the responsibility for advising
the appropriate Planning Authority. ) )
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