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1. Introduction 
1.1 Planning Background 

The consent for Planning Application C/07/2344 covering the construction of a 
new VI form centre at Woodbridge School, Woodbridge, (Fig. 1) (TM 2686 
4940) was conditional on the applicant providing for a programme of 
archaeological works which, in the first instance, would involve mechanically 
excavated trial-trenches on the site. 

Jess Tipper of Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service Conservation 
Team (hereafter SCCASCT), in his role as Archaeological Advisor to the Local 
Planning Authority, wrote a Brief and Specification document detailing the 
scope of the required archaeological works (Appendix I).  Subsequently, 
Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service Field Team were 
commissioned by Rees and Pryer (the project architect’s) on behalf of their 
client (Woodbridge School) to undertake the evaluation, the fieldwork for 
which was carried out on 30/04/2008.

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

Fig. 1 1:10,000 scale OS map extract showing the location of the site 

1.2 Historical & Archaeological Background 

Lying within an area of high archaeological importance as defined in the 
County Historic Environment Record, the site had, until recently, been 
occupied by an earlier school building which was demolished shortly before 
the archaeological evaluation was undertaken. 

Previously known archaeology in the vicinity includes an Anglo Saxon burial 
seen in 1873 during the construction of Queens House 230.00 metres to the 
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north and a Roman clay floor and finds (WBG 029) some 175.00 metres to the 
north-west recorded in a watching brief in 2000.

1.3 Topographical Setting & Drift Geology 

Essentially, the site lies on a west facing spur between two shallow tributary 
valleys, both now dry, that would have discharged into the River Deben 
approximately 1 kilometre to the west.  

The site lies at approximately 25.00 metres OD, although landscaping 
associated with Woodbridge School has locally remodelled the landscape 
profile.

The underlying drift geology comprises glaciofluvial sands and gravels. 

2. Methodologies 
2.1 Fieldwork 

A Historic Environment Record (HER) code WBG 073 was allocated to the 
site.

The Brief and Specification required that 5% of the development area would 
be covered by the trial-trenches which equates to a total length of c.50 metres 
with a 1.5 metre wide machine bucket. Location of the trial-trenches was 
agreed with Jess Tipper (SCCASCT) (Fig. 2).   

The trenches were opened using a 360o mechanical excavator equipped with 
a 1.5 metre wide toothless ditching bucket for a good clean cut. 

Site levels were related to Ordnance Datum from a benchmark (at 27.50 
metres OD) transferred from one of the standing school buildings.

A metal detector survey was undertaken over the exposed surface in the base 
of the trenches. 

A full photographic record, both monochrome prints and digital shots, was 
made.

2.2 Post-Excavation 

A site archive (including photographs & other site records) was prepared and 
deposited in the County Historic Environment Record (HER) in Bury St. 
Edmunds.  The information recorded during the project was compiled into a 
single coherent report (this document). 

The report has also been submitted to OASIS, the online archaeological 
database, under the code suffolkc1-41772. 
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2.2 Post-Excavation 

A site archive (including photographs & other site records) was prepared and 
deposited in the County Historic Environment Recorrrrrrrrrrrrd dddddddddd ddddd (HER) in Bury St. 
Edmunds.  The information recorded during the ppppppppppppppppppppppprorororororororororororororrroroooroojeejejejejejejejejeejejejeeeeeectctctcccctctcctctcctcccccctccccc  was compiled into a 
single coherent report (this document). 

The report has also been submitted to OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOASASASASASASASASASAASASASASASASASASSISISISISISISISISISSSSISSISSISSSSSSSSS, the online archaeological 
database, under the code suffolkc1-4-44-4-44-4-4-4-4-44-4-4-4-44441717171717171717171717171171771717177177727272727272727272272727272722727272222772.
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3. Results 

The evaluation was undertaken after the demolition of the previous building.
The site had effectively been levelled, although it had been left with a slight 
slope from north-west to south-east before it fell away steeply down the 
natural slope to the south-east.  The existing paved area around the northern 
and north-west side of the site was approximately 1.00 metre above the 
surface of the site itself.  Cleaning of the exposed north edge of the site 
revealed naturally occurring sand subsoil at 0.4 metres above the surface of 
the levelled site indicating that at least at that juncture the earlier building had 
been terraced into the natural slope. The situation became less clear along 
the western edge of the site, but there did appear to have been at least some 
previous truncation to at least a point level with the western end of Trench 1 
(Fig. 2). 

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

Fig. 2 1:500 scale OS map extract showing the location of the trial-trenches 

Given that the northern end of the site had definitely been truncated and that 
the eastern edge of the site was steeply sloping, possibly landscaped, a total 
trench length of 43.00 metres (Trench 1; 20.00 metres & Trench 2; 23.00 
metres) was considered adequate as it represented in excess of 5% of the 
available area of the site.     

Trench 1 (1.50 metres x 20.00 metres): Trench 1 was orientated from east 
to west across the site towards its northern end (Fig. 2 & Plate 1).
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the levelled site indicating that at least at that juncture the earlier building had 
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the western edge of the site, but there did appear to have been at least some
previous truncation to at least a point level with the western end of Trench 1 
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Fig. 2 1:500 scale OS map extract showing the location of the trial-trenches 
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Levels taken on the existing surface of the site show that it reduced from 
25.61 metres OD at the western end, to 25.25 metres OD at its junction with 
Trench 2 and then down to 24.80 metres at its eastern end.  However, the 
naturally occurring subsoil only reflected this slope for the western 12.00 
metres of the trench; encountered at 25.35 metres OD at the western end, 
24.99 metres OD at the junction with Trench 2 and then dipping steeply down 
to 24.00 metres OD at its eastern end.

Plate 1 Trench 1 from West      Plate 2 Overburden at East end of Trench 1

A c.0.25 metre thick layer of dirty sand with some building rubble was 
encountered throughout the entire length of the trench.  For the westernmost 
12.00 metres this lay directly on clean naturally occurring sand subsoil with a 
sharp interface and no weathered top to the underlying layer, the latter 
suggesting that it had suffered some previous truncation.  At the eastern end 

of the trench, where the level of the 
natural subsoil fell away to the east, an 
intervening layer of building rubble and 
rubbish was encountered which had 
been introduced to maintain the 
approximately level surface of the site 
(Plate 2). 

No archaeological deposits were 
recognised and no finds recovered 
from Trench 1.  The only intrusive 
features were irregular in shape and 
clearly modern, filled with building 
debris and related to the earlier 
building and its subsequent demolition.

Trench 2 (1.50 metres x 23.00 
metres): Trench 2 was orientated from 
north to south across the site and 
intersecting with Trench 1 at its 
northern end (Fig. 2 & Plate 3). Plate 3 Trench 2 from the South 
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12.00 metres this lay directly on clean naturally occurring sand subsoil with a
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suggesting that it had suffered some previous truncation.  At the eastern end
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recognised and no finds recovered
from Trench 1.  The only intrusive 
features were irregular in shape and 
clearly modern, filled with building 
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Levels taken on the existing surface of the site show that it reduced from 
25.28 metres OD at its northern end, to 24.96 metres OD approximately 
halfway along its length and then down to 24.78 metres at its southern end.
The naturally occurring subsoil was encountered at 24.82 metres OD at its 
northern end, 24.35 metres OD at its middle and  24.41 metres OD at its 
southern end.

The overburden above the naturally occurring subsoil was similar in character 
to that observed in Trench 1, it comprising dirty orange sand with inclusions of 
building debris.  Its interface with the clean sand subsoil was very sharp, 
again suggesting previous truncation. 

Also similar to Trench 1, no archaeological deposits were recognised and no 
finds recovered from Trench 2.  Again, the only intrusive features were 
irregular in shape and clearly modern, filled with building debris and related to 
the earlier building and its subsequent demolition.

4. Discussion 

The attractive aspect of the site and the previously identified archaeology in 
the vicinity suggested that there was a high potential for archaeological 
deposits to occur within the development area.  However, the evaluation 
proved beyond doubt that the site had previously been truncated by the earlier 
building, particularly at its northern end, and further disrupted by the 
subsequent demolition of that structure.  It is clear that any archaeological 
deposits, particularly shallow lain features, would have been very badly 
damaged by the recent activities on the site and the lack of even residual 
material suggests that very little, if any, archaeology had been present within 
the proposed development area.

5. Recommendations for Further Archaeological Works 

Given the negative results of the evaluation it seems unlikely that the Local 
Planning Authority’s Archaeological Advisors will ask for further archaeological 
works associated with the development.

Disclaimer
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those 
of the Field Projects Division alone.  The need for further work will be determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors 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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S U F F O L K  C O U N T Y  C O U N C I L  
A R C H A E O L O G I C A L  S E R V I C E  -  C O N S E R V A T I O N  T E A M  

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation 

WOODBRIDGE SCHOOL, BURKITT ROAD, WOODBRIDGE, 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 permission for the erection of a new VI form centre and classroom block, following 
demolition of existing building, at Woodbridge School, Burkitt Road, Woodbridge, Suffolk IP12 
4JH (TM 2687 4940), has been granted by Suffolk Coastal District Council conditional upon an 
acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried out (application C/07/2344). 

1.2 The proposed new building has a total area of 1,950m2, on the western side of the valley of 
the River Deben, and located at c. 25.00m AOD. The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of 
the site comprises cretaceous sand or crag.  

1.3 The development lies within an area of high archaeological importance, defined in the County 
Historic Environment Record.  An Anglo-Saxon burial was found under traces of a mound in 
1873 during construction of Queen's House to the north of the proposal (WBG 022) and a 
Roman clay floor and finds were made during a watching brief to the west of the proposal in 
2000 (WBG 029). There is high potential for Roman and Anglo-Saxon occupation deposits to 
be disturbed by this development. The proposed works would cause significant ground 
disturbance that has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

1.4 A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area, before any groundworks 
take place. The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in 
quality and extent, to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and 
mitigation measures. 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. 

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

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

1.7 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 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. 
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BrBrBrBrBBrBrBrBrBrBBrBBB ieieieeeieieieeieieieeieieieieeeeeff f fff f f ffffffff aaaanaa d Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evalluauaauauauauauauauauauauuaauaaauaauaaauaaaatitititittitititittttittttittititiitittt ononononononononononoonnnonnnnnnnnn 

WOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWOWWOWOWWWWWWOWWWWOWW ODODODODDDODODDODODODODODDDDDDODDODDOOOO BRBBBBBBBBBB IDGE SCHOOL, BURKITT ROAD, WOODBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRBRRBRBRBRBBBB IDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIDIIIIDIIDDDDDGEGEGEEGEGEEGEGEGEEGEGEGGEGGEGGEGEGGE, SUFFOLK

The eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee cocococococococococococococococoococococccooccccococcoccocococommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm issioning body should be aware that it may have Health hhhh hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh & && & && && && && && && &&&&&&&&&&& &&&&&&&&& SaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSSSaSaSSSSaSaSaSaSaSSSaSSSSSSSSSSS fety responsibilities. 

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning permission for the erection of a new VI form centre and classroom block, following 
demolition of existing building, at Woodbridge School, Burkitt Road, Woodbridge, Suffolk IP12 
4JH (TM 2687 4940), has been granted by Suffolk Coastal District Council conditional upon an
acceptable programme of archaeological work being carriririririiriririiriririrrrr edeeeeeeeeeee  out (application C/07/2344). 

1.2 The proposed new building has a total area of 1,999,99,999999,999,99505050505005050505505050505050000000mmmmmmmmmmmmmm22222222222,, , oooooonoooooo  the western side of the valley of 
the River Deben, and located at c. 25.00m AODODDODODDDODDDODDDDDODDDODDDDDDDD. .... ThThThThhhhThThThThThThThhThThhTT e e e e eee eee eeeeeeee underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of 
the site comprises cretaceous sand or crag..  .

1.3 The development lies within an area oooooooooooooooof f f f ff f fffff ff hihihhihihihihihhihihhihihhh ghghghghghghghhghghghghghghghghggggg  aa aa a a a a a aaaarchaeological importance, defined in the County 
Historic Environment Record.  AAAnAnAnAnAAAnAnAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA  AAAAA AAA A A AAAAAAngngngnngngngnggngngngngnnngngglooooooooooooooooo-S-S-S-S-S-S-S-S-SS-S--SSS-S-- axon burial was found under traces of a mound in 
1873 during construction of QuQuQuQuQuQuQQuQuQuQuQuQuQuuQuQuQuQuQuQuuuQQuQ eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee n'n'n'n'n'n'n''n''''nn'n''n's sssssssssssssssss HHoHoHHHHHHHHHHHHHouse to the north of the proposal (WBG 022) and a 
Roman clay floor and finds wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwweereerererereerereeeererereerererereeeeeeeereee e e eeee eeeeeeeeee ee eeeee mamamammmmammmamamamamamammamamaamamammmmmmmmmmmm de during a watching brief to the west of the proposal in
2000 (WBG 029). There is high hhhh hhhhhhh hh h hhh hhhhhhhhh popopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopopopopopopoooopopoopopopoppooopppp tettetttetetetetetetetetetetttetetetettetetential for Roman and Anglo-Saxon occupation deposits to 
be disturbed by this development. The proposed works would cause significant ground 
disturbance that has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

1.4 A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area, before any groundworks 
take place. The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in
quality and extent, to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and 
mitigation measures. Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work should thhhhhhhhhere 
be any archaeological lll ll fifififififiififiiffifififif ndnnnnnnnnnnnn s of significance will be based upon the results of the evaluationonononononononononnnonnnonononononononnno aa a aaaaaaand 
will be the subject tt ofofofofofoffffofofoffoffoffofoooo a a a a aa aaaaaaaaaaaan nnnn nn nnnn nnn adadadadadadadadadadadadadddadadddadaadaa did tional brief.

1.5 All arrangemmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneneneeeenenentstststststststtstsststss f ff f f f f fff f ffffororororororoorororroror tthe field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, acccccccecececececececeeecececececcc sssssssssssssssssssssssssssss t t t tttt ttttt tttttttoooooo oooooooo ttttthttt e site,
the defininnnitititititiitiiittt ononononononononononononooooooo  o o o o ooooooooooooooooof ff ff f ff f ff f ff ffffff ththththththththththttththththt e precise area of landholding and area for proposed devvevvvevvvvevvveleleleleleleleleleleee opopopopopopopopopopopopoooooppmememememmememememememmemmeememmemmmeenntnnnntnn  are to be 
defineeeeeeeeeeeeeed dd ddd d d ddd dddddddddd aanaaananaaananaaaaa d dd dd d d d dddddddd nenennnenenenennnnnnnnnnnn gotiated with the commissioning body.

1.6 DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDDeDeeDeeeeeeDeeeetatatailliliiiililililililiillllededededededeedededdededeeeedeeee  standards, information and advice to supplementt ttttttttttttttttttthihihhihihihihihihihihihihihhhhhhhhis sss s ss s sss ssss sssssssssssssss brbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb ieeeeeeeeeeeeeeef fffffffffffff are to be found in 
StStStSStStStStStStStStStStStSSSSStSttSS aanaananananaanannnannananaaa dadd rds for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAngngnngngngngngngnngnngngngngngngngngnngnnnnnggnggngg ililililililillilililililiianananananannananannnananaanaanannna  A  rchaeology Occasional 
PaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPPaPaPaPaPaPPaPPaPaPaPaPPaPaPPaPaPaaaaaaPaaaaaaaaP pppepppp rs 14, 2003. 

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 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 ther
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (Shire HHHHHHHHHHall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; 
telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work muumuuuuumuuuuuuuumuuustststststststsstssstststssssst n nnnnnoto  commence until this office has 
approved both the archaeological contractor as suittttttttabababababababababababbbbabababababbaabaabb eeleleleleleleleleelee t tt t t tttttttttto o o o oo o ooo oo ooooo uuuunuuuuuuu dertake the work, and the WSI 
as satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis fooooor rrrrrrrr r r r rrrrrr memememememememememeeeeeemeeeasasasasasasasasasasaassassassssasaaasssssaasuuruuuuuu able standards and will be used to 
satisfy the requirements of the planning condiititionononononononononnononooonoooonooononnonn.



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 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

1.9 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. 

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, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

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

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

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

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

2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days 
notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored. 

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

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 
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1.8 Before any archahahahahahahahahaaahahahahaeoeoeoeoeoeooeoeoeoeoeoeoeooloolololoooolooololooolllolllooogiggggigigiggigggggggiggggggg cccccccacc l site work can commence it is the responsibility of the ddddddddddddddddddddddd deveveeeeveveveevevevve eleleleeleeleleleleeelelelelleleee opopopopopoopopopopopopoopopopopooopppere  to
provide the arrrararrararrarrarrrrrra chchchchchcchchchchchccchhccccccc aeaeaeaeaeeeaeeeeeeeeeeoloooloololololooo oooogoo ical contractor with either the contaminated land reportrtt fffffff fffffffffffforororororororororrororrorrrr t t t tt thehehehehehhehehehehehehehehehehehheheh  site or a 
written stsstststststsststtttatatatatatatatattattttattatatememememememememememeeemeememmenenenenenenenneneneneneneneneeenene t tttttttttt that there is no contamination. The developer shoooullululululluluuululululluuu d ddddddddd bebebebebebebebeebebebebeeebebe a  a a  a  a a a ware that 
investttigigiggiggigigiggigigigigiggiiggatatatatatatatatatatatatatta iivivivvvivivvivvive ee e eee e ee e eee eeeeee ssssssssass mpling to test for contamination is likely to havve e e eeeeeee e anananananananananananaanaaaaaaa  iiiiiiiiiiiiimmpmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm act on any 
arararaaararaaaararaaraararaaa chhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeaa ololololoollololllololloologogogogogogogogogogogogooooggoggooogogiiiiiicci al deposit which exists; proposals for sampling shhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhououoouououououuouououououououououououoouo ldddddddddddd b b b bb bb bb bb bbbbe ee e e  dididididddididdddddididdddiddddd scssssssssss ussed with the 
CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCCCCC nsnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnsnn erererererererereererererrrereeeervvavvvvvvvv tion Team of the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCACACACACACACACACAACACACACACACCACACACCCCACC S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/SS/S/S/S/SS/S/S/S/SS/CTCTCTCTCCTCTCTCTCCTCTCTCTTTCTCTTTCCTTTC ) bebebebebebebebebeebebebebebeebebb ffffffore execution.

1.9 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThTThThThTTTThTTTTThThThThTTThTThTTThheee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee responsibility for identifying any constraints on field-worrrrrrrrrrrk,k,k,k,kk,k,k,k,k,k,k,k,kkk,kkkkk  e eee e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.gg.g.g.gg.g.g.g.g.gg.ggg.g.g.gg.ggg.g. Scheduled Monument 
stsstsststssttststststststststssstttstssttaataaataaaaaaaaaaaatus, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, trtrtrtrttttrttrttttttttt ee 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.

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 depopopopopopopopopoopopopopopppopop sisisisssissisissssss t t t tttt t t t t t ttt exexexexexexexexexeexexxexexexexexexxexexxxxxxxxxxiisiiisisisisii ts in the area, with particular regard to any 
which are of sufficient importance to oo o o oo oo ooooooooooo mememememememememememememeeemmeririririririiririrrirrirrirrrrrrrr ttttttttttt ttt preservation in situ [at the discretion of the u
developer].

2.2 Identify the date, approximaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaateteteteteteteteteteteteeteteteteteteteteteteteetetetete fofofofofofofofofofofofffofooofofofofoffoormrmrmmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrrrrrrrmmmrmmrm and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the
application area, together with h ititttittttitittitititititititttitts s s ssssss sss ss sss ssss ss ssssss lilliililliliiiiililililliilikekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekkekekekkekekekekkkekekkkekekeekeekekkekk ly extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

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

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence.

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing 
with preservation, the rrrrrrrrrrrrecececeeeeeecceceeeece ording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetablesessesesssessssesssssssssssss a a a a aa a aaa and 
orders of cost. 

2.6 This project wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwililiililillilliliiliilii l lllllllllllll bebebebebebebebebebebebebbebebb  ccarried through in a manner broadly consistent with Ennglglglglglglglglggglglgglglgg isisisisisisisisisiissisissssh h hh hh h h h h hhhhhhhhhh HeHeHeHHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHHeHeHeeHeeeritage's 
Managememeememeeeememeeemememeeentntntntntnttntntntntntnnnn  ooo o o oooooooooooooooooof ff f ff fffff f ffffffff AAArAAAAAAAAA chaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follllllllllllllllllllll owowowowowoowowowoowwwwwowoo  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa p  ppprocess of 
assesssssssssssssssssssssmemememememememeememememememmeentntntttttntntttttttttnt a a a a aaaa a aaaaa nnnnnnnndnnnnnd justification before proceeding to the next phase ooooooooooooooooooooooof f f f f f f f f ffffff ththththththththththththhhhhhhe ee e e ee e eeeeeeeeee prpp oject. Field ff
eveeeeeeee alalaaaaaaalalalalaallalalallla uauauauauauauauauuauauauauauauaauau tititititittttiiionoonononononononononnononononoooo iii is to be followed by the preparation of a full archiiiiiiiiiiiiihh vevvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv ,,   ,  anananananananananananaanaa d dd ddd dddd ddddddd anananaanananaannaanaaaana  assessment of 
popopopopopooopopoopooopoopooooop teeteeteeeeteteentntntntntntntntttntntntntnttnntttttiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiiaiiaiaiaiiiiaialllll.llll   Any further excavation required as mitigation is to bbbbee eeeeeeeeeee e eeee eeeee foffofofofofofooofofooofooofofoofooooofofoolllllllllllll oowowowowooowowowowowowooowwwededededededdededddedededededededdd b b bb bbbb bb bbby the preparation of 
aa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaa fufuufuufufuuuuufufufuuufuuuull archive, and an assessment of potential, analysis and finnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnalalalalalalalalalalalalalaalaaaaaaaaa  r rrrrrr rrrrrrrrepepepepepeepeepepeepepepepeepepepepeepepepepeepeporororororororororororororororort tttttttttttttt preparation may follow. 
EaEaEaEaEaEaEEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaaEEaEEEEaEEEaEEaaEaaaaaacccchcccccccccc  stage will be the subject of a further brief and updatedddddddddddddddddddd ppp p pp ppppppppppppppppppppp pppppprrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrf ojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojoojooojojjjjjjjececeececececececeeceececeeeeeeeeeee t design; this document
cocococococococococococococococococococococooococccoccoccccccoovvvvvvevvvv rs only the evaluation stage. 

2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days 
notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored.

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the 
instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrepepepepepepeppepeeeeepepeepppppeeeeeee orort may be rejected. Alternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be ppprereererereeererererereeereererrerrresususususususuususussusuususssss mememememememeeememmemememememeeemmed,d,d,d,d,dd,dddddddddddd  and untested areas included on
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategygyygygygygygyyygygygygygyggyygyygy. ...

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certaiiaiaiaiaaiaiaiaaain nnn n n n nn nn mmimmmmimmimmmmmmm nininininiiniiiinininininininiimmmmmmmummmmmmmmm m criteria, is set out below. 



3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 98m2 of the development 
plot. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to 
be the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless 
special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of 54m of trenching 
at 1.8m in width.

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.2m wide must be used. A 
scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the 
Written Scheme of Investigation and the detailed trench design must be approved by 
SCCAS/CT before field work begins. 

3.3 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. 

3.4 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. 

3.5 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. For guidance: 

For linear features, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 

For discrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instances  
100% may be requested). 

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

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

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

3.10 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced 
metal detector user. 
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3. Specification:  FFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFieieeeeieieieeieeeeeeeldldldllldldlddddddlddddddddd E EEE E E E E EE EE EEEEEEEvavvvvvvvv luation

3.1 Trial trencncnccnccncnccncncccheheheheheheheheheheeeeeheehhh ss ss sss s ss arararararararararaarararaaaraararara ee eeeeeeeeee to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 98m2 ooooooooooooooof f ffffffff thththththththththththhtttttht e eeeee eeeee e eeeee dedededddededededededededdeddedededdeddddd velopment
plot. ThhThThhThhThThThhThThThThThhTThTheseseseseseseseseseseseesee e ee e e ee e  eee shshshshshshshshshshshshhshsshsshhhaalaa l be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trtreneeneneneneneneneneneneneneenennneenenneennnennnnchchchchchchchchcchcchchchccc eseseseseseseseseseseeeseeesesessessseee aaa aaare thought to 
bebebebbbebebbbbebebbebebebebbb  tttttttttttttthehehehehehehhehehehehehehhehhehehhhehhhh m  m m m mm m mmmmmmmmmmosososososoososososososooooosossooosostttttttt t apa propriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a mimimimimimimmimmmmimmmimmmmmmmm ninnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn mumumumumumumumumumuumuuumuumumumuummm m m m m m mmmmmmm ofofofofofoffoffoffofoofofofoofffo 1 111111111.8m wide unless
spspspspspspsspspssspspsssssspssssspssspeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeee iaaaaaaaaaaaaaaai lllll lllll circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmminininiininiininininininninnniinnnimimimimmmimmmmmmimimmmmmmmumumumumumumumummmmmmummmumm of 54m of trenching 
ataaatatatattataataataatatatataaaata  11 111111111111111..8.... m in width.

3.2 IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIfffffffffffffff fffffffffffffffff eeeeeexeeeeeeee cavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1111111111111111111111111 22222222.2222222222222222m wide must be used. A 
scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the 
Written Scheme of Investigation and the detailed trench design must be approved by 
SCCAS/CT before field work begins.

3.3 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 exexexexexexexexeeeexexcavation is to be under the direct 
control and supervision of an archaeologist. Theeheheheheheheheheheheheeehee tt t tt ttopooooooo soil should be examined for 
archaeological material. 

3.4 The top of the first archaeological deposittt  mammamamamamamamamamamamamammmmaaaamay yy yy y y yyyy yyyyyy bebebbebebebebebebebebebbbbbeeeb  cleared by machine, but must then be
cleaned off by hand.  There is a presumpppptititititititititititittttttit ononononononononononononononn t t t t t t tttttttttthahahahahahahahaahahahahahaaahahaaahaahaahaaaaaaattttttttttttt e xcavation of all archaeological deposits will 
be done by hand unless it can be shohohohohohohohohohohohoohohoooohohohoooohh wnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnnnwwn t t tttttt t t t tttthhhhehehhehehhehhh re will not be a loss of evidence by using a 
machine. The decision as to thththhhhthhhthhhhhhhhhhhthheee ee e eee prprprprrrprrrrprprrrrprrropopoopopopoppoooopoopopopoppererererererererereerrereereerrerrrer mm m mm mmmmmethod of excavation will be made by the senior 
project archaeologist with reggggaraarararararaararaaaaaarrarrarra d d ddd dddddddd d dddddddddddd ttotototototototototttttttottttottottttotot  t t ttttt tttttttttttheeeeehehehehehehhhhhhhh  nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnature of the deposit. 

3.5 In all evaluation excavation thththththhhthhhththththhhthththththhthhhtherererererererererereereeeerrereeereereereeeereeereree ee e e eeee eeeee eeee eeee eee eeeeeeeeeeee is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum 
disturbance to the site consiste ttttttttttntttttttttttn  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. For guidance: 

For linear features, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 

For discrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instances  
100% may be requesteeeeeeeeeeeeeed)dd)dddd)d)ddddd)d)dddd).

3.7 There must be suusuusuususuusususuffffffffffffffffffffffffffff iciciciciciciciciiicccieieieieieeieieeeieieieeeentntntntntntntntnntntntttntt excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth aaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndnddndddnnnn  n nn n nnnnnnnnnnnatatatatatatatatatatatatataaaaaataaa uuuuururuuuuuuuu e of 
any archaeololllogogogogogogogogogoooogogogogogoggicicicicicicicicicicciciccalalalalalalaalaaaaalalaa  dddddddddddddddddeeposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other maskinggnggnggggggggggg d d d d ddd dddd dddd ddddddddddepepepepepepepepepeepepepppepppppposososososososososososossosssoo iititttiii s must 
be establishshshshshshshshshhshshshsssshhhshhededededededededeededededd a aa a aa a aaa aaaaaaaaaacrcrcrcrcrccrcrcccccccrcc oss the site. 

3.8 ArAAAAAAAAAAAA chchchchchchchchchhchchchhchchhhc aeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaaeaaa ololololololoooolooololoolooloololooo ogogogogogogogogogogoogogogogogggoggical contexts should, where possible, be samplededededdedddedededdeddedddededededdded fffffffffffforororororororororororooroooooooooooooro  p p p pp p p ppppppppppppppppalalalalalalalalalalalalalaalaaalaa aaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaa oenvironmental 
rerereeereeeereeeeeeemamamamamamamamammaamaamaammmm inininininnnninnninininininininninnnnnsssss.sssssssss  Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretaaaaaaaaaaaaaabblllblblblblbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb e e eeee e e eeeee eeee eeeeee e ananananananaananananannnnnnnndddddd dddd dadadadadadadadadadadaddadadadddadd tttttatattatt ble archaeological 
ddeddededededededdeddededddededededdeddddeepppppppopopppppopppppppp ssssis ts and provision should be made for this. The contractororororororororororororororororrrorrorrrrror s  s s s ss sss sssssshaahahahahahahhahhahahhahahahahhahahhahahahhhahahhalllllllllllllllllllllll ssssssssssssssssssshohhhhhhhhhhhh w what provision has 
bebebebebebebbebebebebebebebebebebebeebebeeebbebbbbeebebeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeee  made for environmental assessment of the site and musttt tttttttttttttttt prprprprprprprprprprprrprprprprrrprprrrrrrrrprpprprppp ovovovovovovoovoovovovovovovovovovoovovovovovoovovoovoovooovvidididididididididiidididididdiddidiiddddde details of the sampling 
stsstsststststststststsststststststststststststtsststtttsstsssstrrrarrrrrrarrrrarrrrrrr tegies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (fooorrrr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrr pppppappppppappppppppppppppppp laeoenvironmental and
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the
appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heritage
Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling
archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

3.9 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand d   clclcclclclclccclclccclclccclc eaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaaaaeee neneneeeneneneneneneneneenneenneeneeed d d d d ddddddddddddddddd and examined for archaeological
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of anynynynynynynynynyyynynynynynnyyn  aaaaa aaaaa aaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrrrcrcccrchahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahhhhhhhhhahh eeological features revealed may be f
necessary in order to gauge their date and chararaararaararararaarararaaactctctctctctctctctctttcc erererererererererererererrrrrrr. .....

3.10 Metal detector searches must take placececeececeeeceeeecececeeeececeeece aa aa a a aaaaaaaattt ttttttttt alalalalalalalalalaalalaalaaaaaala ll llllllll sttsstages of the excavation by an experienced 
metal detector user. 



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

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

3.13 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. 

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

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

3.16 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-excavation work on other 
archaeological sites and publication record. 

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

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided 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 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation. 
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3.11 All finds will bebebeeebebeeebeebeeee cc c c ccccc c c c ccccolololoolololololoooololooooooloo leleleleleleleleeleelelelleleeeeeleecctcccccctccccc ed and processed (unless variations in this principlee aaaaaaaaaaaaaaarerereeereereere a aa aaaa aa aaaaaaaaaagggggrgrgggggggggggg eed
SCCAS/CT ddddddddururururururuuuururururururuurururrrrininininininininnini g g g gg g g g g gg g gg ggg thththhhththththtththhthee e course of the evaluation). 

3.12 Humannnnnananannananannannnnnnn r rrrrr rrrrrrrememememememememeememmemeemmmaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaiaaaiaaa nnnsnnnnnnnnnnnn  must be left in situ except in those cases where damaggge eeeee ee e e eeeeeee ee eee orororororororororororrooorooooooo  d d dd dd dd ddddesesesesesesesesessseeeseeeseesseseeseee eeeceeeee ration are to u
bebebebbbebebbbbebebbebebebebbb  eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeexxpxpxpxpxpxpxpxpxpxxpxpppxppxxpececececececececececceccceccecccecece tetetetetetetetetetetetteteeddddddd,dd  or in the event that analysis of the remains is shohohooohohohohohohoohohohoohooooohowwwnwnwnwwnwnwnwwwnwnwwwwnww  t t t t t tt t tttttttttttt toooo oooooooo bebebebebebebbebebebebebebebebebebeebebebb aa aaa requirement of 
sasasasasasassasassssssssssasssssssatitititttitttittttitttttttiiisfsfsfsfsffacacacacacacacacacaacacacccacaaaactottttttttt ry evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator shohohohohohohohohohohohohohohhoohohhhhohh ululululululululululululullululululululd ddddddd dddddd dddddddddddd bbebebbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaawwwwawwwwwww re of, and comply 
wiwiwwwiwiwiiwiwiwiwwiwiwwiwiwiwwwwiw ththththththtththththththththththth, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3.13 PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPlalalalalalalalalalalalaaalallaallans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn att tttttttttttttttttt 11111:1:1:1:1111:1:11111111111111111 2202  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. 

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

3.15 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kepeppepepepepepepppepepepppppppt ttt t tttt ttttt sesesesesesesessseepap rate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavations. 

3.16 Trenches should not be backfilled without theeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee aaaaa a a a aaa aaaaappppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppprorororororororororororoororoorrrrrrrorrr vavvvvvvvvvvvvvv l of SCCAS/CT. 

4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for all stages oooooooooooooooooooooooof f f f f fff f f fff fffffffffffff thththhhthhhhhhhhhththththththhhe e e ee ee ee eeeeeee eeeee eee pppprpppppppppp oject must be agreed before the first stage of work
commences, including monitorrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrininnninininninninnnnnninninininininnnninnnng g gg gg gg g ggggggg gggggggggggggggg g bybybybybybybybybybybybbybbybbbbybybybbbbbbybbbbybbybyyybbbybbbbybbb  SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not
less than five days written notice offffff fffff 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 r
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 mustf
also be a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other 
archaeological sites andndndnddndndnddddndndnnddddnd p  ublication record. 

4.3 It is the archaeeeeeeeeolololololoololololoolllllogogogogogogogogogogogogggggggicicicicicicciccciciciccicalalalalalalaalaalaalaal contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resesssesessssssssssssssouououououououououououuouurccrcrcrcrccccrccrcrcrcrcccrrcrrcceseseseseseseseseeesesessesesseeeeeee  are 
available to ffululululuullululullulullulluluu fififfififififififififffffff llllllllllllllllllllllllll ttt t t t ttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeee BBB BBBBBBBBBBrief. 

4.4 A detaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaililillillilliii edededededededededededededddeddd rrrrrrrrrisisisissisisissisisisisississsskkkkkkkk k kkkkkkk aaaaaaaasaaaassessment must be provided for this particular site. 

4.5 NoNoNoNNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNNNoNoNoooo iiiiiiiiiiiininninnnininininnnininititititttititititititititititititiitittt alalalalalaaalaaalalallla  survey to detect public utility or other services has takekekeeekekekeekekeeeeekeeekekekkek n nnn n nn nn nn nnn plplplplplplpllplplplplplplpppppppp aaacaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa e.e.e.e.e.e.ee.eeeee.e     TThThTTTTTTTTTT e responsibility for 
tthtthththhththhthhththhtthhththhthtttthhisississisisssssissisississ rr r eseeee ts with the archaeological contractor. 

4.6 TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTThhhhhehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidaaancncncncncncncncncncncnccnccncnccnccnccnncncncnccccccccccn eeeeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 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 

5.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared cononnononnonnnnnonnnnonnnnsisisisisisisisississsssiiissssssss ststssss ene t with the principles of English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projectttttttsssssssssssssssss   , ,,,,  1919191919191919191919999919199999191919191919191919191191919191999  (particularly Appendix 3.1 and
Appendix 4.1). 

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSSSSSSSSSSSSSI.I..I..I.. 

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



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

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

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

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

5.8 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the report.  

5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an 
HER 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. 

5.10 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.

5.11 The project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 and also 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. 

5.12 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition 
of the finds with the County HER or a museum in Suffolk which satisfies Museum and 
Galleries Commission requirements, as an indissoluble part of the full site archive.  If this is 
not achievable for all or parts of the finds archive then provision must be made for additional 
recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the County HER is the 
repository for finds there will be a charge made for storage, and it is presumed that this will 
also be true for storage of the archive in a museum. 

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

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

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

5.16 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. 
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5.4 An opinion aaaaaaas s ss ss s s ss ss ssss s tototototototototototototott  t ttt ttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehhehh  necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be gigigigggggggggggg veeveveveveveveevevvvvvevvveen.n.nnnn.n.nn.nnnnnnnnnn   NoNoNoNoNoNoNNoNoNNoNNNNNNNNN  further 
site work kkk k kk k k k k shshshshshshshshhhhhhhhhhhhououououououououououououuuldldldldlddldldldddldlddldldllddddd bbbbbbbe embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results arre e ee ee eeee e e eee asasasasasasasasasasassssssssseseseeseeseeeseeeseseseesesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss ed and the 
need ffffffffffffforororororororoooororororroooroo  f f f ffff ffffff ff ururururururururrrrrrthththththththththhththththhthtthhttt eeeereeeeeeeeeeee  work is established. 

5.5 ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRRRRRR popopopopopoppopppppppppopppppp rtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrttttrr sssss sssssssss on specific areas of specialist study must includededededdedededddedededdeddedededdddedd  s ssssss s s ss sssss sss sssssssufufufufufufufuufufufufufufufffffffiff ciciciciciiciciciciciciicc eeeneeeeeeeeeeeee t detail to permit 
asasasasasasasasasasasasaasaasaasassssesesesesesesesesesesesesseseseseseeessment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of daaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatatatatatatatatataatatatatatatataaataaattattatataaaaaataata b b b b b bbb b bbb bbb bbbbbbbby yyyy yyy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy cocococococococococococccocooccoontext, and must include
nononononononononononononononnnonononoononononnononoooooononoonnn-nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn technical summaries. 

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

5.7 The results of the surveys should be related to the relevvvanaaaaaaaaaaaa t known archaeological information 
held in the County HER. 

5.8 A copy of the Specification should be included asassasssssssssssssassssssssss a a a a aa aa an n apapapapapapapapapaaapapaaapapapppppppapppaaapppppppppeppppp ndix to the report.  

5.9 The project manager must consult the CCCouououououououououuououououooooo nntntnntntntnntntnnnnnn y yy yy yy yyyyy yy yyyyy HEHEHEHEHEHEHEHHEHHHHHHHHHEHHHHHEHHHHHHHHHHH R Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an
HER number for the work. This numbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbererererererererereereeeereeeerrr ww www w wwwwww www  wiliilililillililillllllllllll lllll lll llll bbebbbbbbbbbb  unique for each project or site and must be 
clearly marked on any documentntntntttntntntntnttntntnttttttnn atatatatataatattatatatatatattatioioiooioioioioiiiiii nn n nn n n n nnnnn nnnn rerererrererererereeeeelalalalalalalaaaaalalaalaalaaaaattititiitititiitittititiiit nnngnn  to the work. 

5.10 Finds must be appropriatelylylylylylylylylylylyylyylyyylyyyyyyyyyyyyy c cc ccc c c cc c  ccccccccccononononononononooononnnnnononoonnonnononononsssesessesesesesesesesessesseess rved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.

5.11 The project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 and also 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.

5.12 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition 
of the finds with the County HER or a museum in Suffolk which satisfies Museum and
Galleries Commission rrrrrrrrrrrrrrreeeeeqeeeeeeee uirements, as an indissoluble part of the full site archive.  If thhthththththththththhhhhthththhhhhhhisisisisisisisiisiss is 
not achievable for aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaalllllllllllllllllllllllll  o o o o o o oo oooooooor rr r r r rrrrr r rr papapappapappapapappappaaap rts of the finds archive then provision must be made for adadadadadddadadadadadadadadaddddadddidididididididididddidddddddd tititititttittittitiititiionononononononononononnonoonooonononoooo ala  
recording (e.g. phphphphphhphhphphphhhhphp otototototototototoottoto ogoggogogogogogogogogogoggogoggrrararararararararraaraaaphy, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the Countyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy HHHHHHHH HHHHHH EREREREREREREREREREREREREREEREERRERERRRRRRR i i ii i i iiii isssss sssssssss the
repository forrrrrrrrrrrorrr f ff f ff fffff fffffffinininininininininininininnnini dsdsdsdsdsdssdsdsdsddssdd tttttt ttttttttttthhhhhhhhehhhhhh re will be a charge made for storage, and it is presummedededededededededededededddedddeddddddd ttttttttt tttttttthahahahahahahahahahahaahahhat tttttttttttt tthtthis will
also be trueueeeueueueueeeeeueueueeuee fffff ffffffffororororororoorrorrrrrrrrrr s ss s ss sss s sssssssstotttototottotottototottotttot rage of the archive in a museum. 

5.13 TTTTTTTTTTTTTheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ss ssssssss sssssssssititititititititittiti ee eee eeeee eeeeee araarararararararararararaararraa chcccccccccccc ive is to be deposited with the County HER within threrereeereeerereereereereerereeererr e momomomomomomomomomomommomommmmmmmmmmmmom ntntntntntntntntnnntntttttttthshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshhhhshhhhhs o oooooof ff the completion 
ofofofofofofofoffofoffffffff fffff fffff  ieeieeeieieieieieieiieieldldldldldlddldddldldldlddddlddddddwwwowwwwwowwwwwww rk.  It will then become publicly accessible. 

5.14444444444444444444444 W WW WWWWW WWWW WWWWWW WW WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWhehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh re positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whetheeerrr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ititittttttttttttttttttttt b bbbbbbbbb b b bb bbbbbbbbb bbbbbbbbeee e eeee e eee eeeee eeeeeeeee eeeveeeeeeeee aluation or excavation) 
aaa aaa aaaaaaa aa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ssssssusssssssssss mmary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusiiononononononononononononnnononnnooonononnnnnnnnnnno  iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnnnn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 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 SCCAS/CT, by the end of 
the calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

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

5.16 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan shoulllllld dd d ddd d d d d ddd dddd bebebebebebbebebebebebebebebebbeebbb  iiii i iiiiiincncncncncncncncnncncnnccncncncncn lllulllllllll ded with the report, which must 
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for inteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeegrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrggggggg atatatatatatatatatatatatatattttttioioioiooioioioioiooiooioioi n nnnnn n n nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn ini  the County HER.  AutoCAD files
should be also exported and saved into a formaaaaaaaaaaaaat tt tt t tt ttt thththththththththththhhht atatatatatattatatatatatatatttatat c c c c c c c c c caaaaanaaaaa  be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange File or .dd.dd.d.dd.d..d.dd.d.ddxfxxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxffffxfxfx ) ) ) ) ) )))) ) ) )) )))) ororrrrorororororororororrorrorr a a a a a a aa aaa a a aallllrlll eady transferred to .TAB files. 



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

5.18 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: 1 April 2008    Reference: / WoodbridgeSchool-Woodbridge2008 

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 Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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5.17 At the start of wwwwwwwwwwwwwororororoororororororooorororrrrrk kk k kk k kkkkkkkkk (i(i((i(i(i(i(i(i(i(((( mmediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS ooooonlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnllnllnlnlnlnlnnnnnnnnn inininininininninne eee ee e e eeeeeeeeeeeee rererrererereerererererrerrrrerr coc rd 
http://ads.a.ahdhdhdhdddddddddddddddds.s.s.s.s.s.ssss.s.ss.s.ss acacacacacacacacacacaaacaac.u.u.uu.uu.u.uu..u.uu.u..uk/kk/k/k/k//k/kkk//k/k/prp oject/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields compleeeeeeeteteteteeeteeteteteteetttteeed ddddddd ddddddddddd ononononononoononononononooonononoonno  DDDDDDDetails, /
Location aaaaaaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndndddddnddnnn  CC CC CCC CCCCCCCCCrerererererereerererrererrerererer ataaaaaaaa ors forms. 

5.18 AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAlll  pppppppppppppppppppppppararaarararararararararaarraaa ttstststststststststtttssst  o ooo o oo oooooooo oooooooffff ffffffffffff ttttttththt e OASIS online form must be completed for submissiisisisisisisisisssisisississssss onoooonoononoooooononoooon ttttttttttttttttttttttto o o o o ooo o oo ooooooooo ththththththththhthtthhhhhe e ee e e eeee e e e e e CCoCCCCCCCCCCC unty HER. This 
shshshshshssssssshshssssssssssss oooooouooooooooooooooo ldddddddddddddddddddddl iiii iiiiiinclude an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (((((((((((((((((aaa a aaa a aa aa aaaa ppapapapapapapapapapppppapappppapppappppappp pppepeppppppppepeppeppepeper rr rrr rrrrrr ccccoccccccc py should also be 
iniininininiininininnninininiiinnccclclclclcccccccclccccccluuuuuduuuuuuuuuuu ed with the archive).

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservrvrvrvrvvrvrvrvrvrvvvvrvrvaataaaaaaaaaa ion Team 
Environment and Transport t DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDDeDDeDDDeeepapapapapapapapapapapapapapaapapapappapartrrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrttrrrtrtrtttrtr mem nt 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk IP33 2AR       Tel:   01282828282828282828282828228288884 444444444444444 353535353535353535353535355333333353 2222122221221222122 97 
Email:  jess.tipppppipipipipippipppipipppppppepepepepepepeepepepeeeppeep r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@r@@@@@@@@@@eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeetttttttttt.tt ssssssusss ffolkcc.gov.uk 

Dateeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee: :: :::: ::::: ::: 1 111111111111111111 AAAAApApAApApApAAAApApApApAppA rirrrrr l 2008    Reference: / WoodbriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiidgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdgdddggggdgdgdddggggggeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSSeSeSeSeSSeSSeSSSSeSSSeSeeSSSchchchchchchchchchcchcchcccccccc oooooooooooooooo l-Woodbridge2008 

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 prograaaaaaaaammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e ee e e e ee e e eeeeeee ofofofoofofofofofofofoffofooo  archaeological work required
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considededededededededededdedededeededdededdeeeeerererererererereeeed d ddddddddddddd d dddddddddd bbbbybbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Councccccccccccccilililililillilili , , , , ,, , , ,, ,, whwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwwhwwhwhwhwhhwwhhhhwho o o oo ooo ooooooooooooo hah ve the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 


