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Summary
Evaluation trenching at The Old Rectory, Claydon, was carried out in order to investigate the 
archaeological potential of the site. Two undated features were recorded, a shallow ditch and a 
small post hole, both of which were sealed by c.1m of overburden. A single sherd of medieval 
pottery was recovered from the subsoil. 
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Figure 1. Site location



Introduction
Planning consent for the construction of a new building, vehicular access and car parking at the 
Old Rectory, Claydon, required a programme of archaeological work. The site lies at TM 1386 
4990 (Fig. 1), at a height of approximately 39m OD. Archaeological interest in this site is due 
to its location within the grounds of The Old Rectory, a Grade II Listed Building which dates 
from the 16th century. The rectory garden is also a 19th century biblical representation garden 
(CLY 022) and the medieval church and churchyard are situated immediately south west of the 
site (CLY 007).
Evaluation of the site was carried out by the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
(SCCAS) Field Team on 18th April 2008 and was funded by Ambrose Went Curtis Ltd. 

Methodology 
The development area comprises approximately 2,700 square metres within which three trial-
trenches were opened in locations agreed by the Conservation Team of SCCAS (Fig. 2). 
However, trench location and extent was constrained by trees and scrub to the east and the 
presence of underground cables and tanks to the west. Trenches were excavated by a 
mechanical excavator equipped with a 1.5 metre wide ditching bucket, under the supervision of 
an archaeologist. Overburden was removed from the trenches to the depth of the naturally 
occurring subsoil. In all, 71.5 metres of trench were opened over the evaluation area, 
representing a sample of approximately 4.8% by area, inclusive of the areas which were 
inaccessible. Both the excavated topsoil and the exposed surfaces of trenches were examined 
visually for artefactual evidence and subjected to a metal detector survey. The site was recorded 
under the Historic Environment Record (HER) code CLY 029. A Brief and Specification for 
the archaeological work was produced by Jess Tipper of the SCCAS Conservation Team 
(Appendix II). The evaluation archive will be deposited in the County HER at Shire Hall, Bury 
St Edmunds.  
All finds were washed and marked before being quantified, identified and dated by the finds 
management staff of SCCAS.  
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Figure 2. Trench locations within 
development area 
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Results
Three trenches were machine excavated to the depth of the natural subsoil, details of which are 
summarised in the table below: 

Trench Description and  
soil profile 

Length and 
orientation 

Features

1 300mm soft, loose, dark brown clay sand topsoil (0001) 550-600mm mid 
brown clay sand subsoil with brick fragments, occasional stones (0002) 
150-200mm mid orangey brown clay sand subsoil or dirty natural subsoil 
(0003) Natural subsoil comprises mid-pale orangey brown clay sand with 
moderate gravel and flints. Root disturbance throughout.  

22.5m  
W-E

Y
0004, 
0006 

2 300mm soft, loose, dark brown clay sand topsoil (0001) 550mm mid 
brown clay sand subsoil with brick fragments, occasional stones (0002) 
150mm mid orangey brown clay sand subsoil or dirty natural subsoil 
(0003) Natural subsoil comprises mid orangey brown clay sand with 
moderate gravel and flints. Root disturbance throughout. 

30m 
W-E

N

3 300mm soft, loose, dark brown clay sand topsoil (0001) 550-600mm mid 
brown clay sand subsoil with brick fragments, occasional stones (0002) 
150mm mid orangey brown clay sand subsoil or dirty natural subsoil 
(0003) Natural subsoil comprises mid orangey brown clay sand with 
moderate gravel and flints. Root disturbance throughout. 

19m 
N-S

N

0004 was a shallow NNE-SSW aligned ditch. It was filled by 0005, a mid orangey brown sandy 
clay. No datable evidence was recovered from this feature. This feature appeared from the 
surface to turn approximately 90° in a south easterly direction but a section excavated through 
this proved it to be natural geology which was chased from the stripped surface underneath the 
natural subsoil. 

0006 was a small, circular pit or post hole. It was filled by 0007, a mid greyish brown clay sand 
with flecks of ceramic building material and charcoal. No datable evidence was recovered from 
the feature. 

A brick and concrete pad was present immediately below topsoil c.2m from east end of Trench 
1. This relates to the location of a small rectangular feature, presumably a building, marked on 
the 2nd edition Ordnance Survey map (Fig. 3). 

One sherd of medieval pottery was recovered from layer 0002 in Trench 2. This was a medieval coarseware rim 
sherd, probably  12th –14th century in date.  

1st edition OS, c.1880 2nd edition OS, c.1900

Figure 3. Extracts from 1st and 2nd Ordnance Survey maps showing trenches and  
former garden features. Ponds are highlighted in blue (left) and a small building 

is shown in green (right) 
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Discussion
Trenching revealed only two possible archaeological features, ditch 0004 and post hole 0006, 
neither of which contained any datable artefacts. Both were sealed by a significant depth of 
subsoil, the natural subsoil occurring at an average depth of 1m.  

Historic map evidence shows that the area was heavily landscaped with a series of small ponds 
around the edges of the development area. These do not appear on the Tithe map of 1840 but 
can be seen on the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map dated c.1880 (Fig. 3). By the time of the 2nd

edition Ordnance Survey, c.1900, these had been backfilled but a small building is shown in a 
location where a brick and concrete pad was observed in Trench 1.  

Recommendations
Although the trenching demonstrated the density of archaeology to be low, monitoring of the 
extension footings should be carried out as these are located in an area where trenching was not 
possible. As the eastern part of the site is intended to be car parking, no further archaeological 
work is required as the depth of overburden is sufficient that the ground works should not 
impinge on any surviving archaeological deposits. 

Linzi Everett 
Field Team  
Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
May 2008 

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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OPNO CONTEX TRENCH IDENTIFIE DESCRIPT CUTS OVER CUTBY UNDER FINDSY SMFYN
0001 0001 Deposit Topsoil. Dark brown sandy clay loam with brick fragments and tree 

root disturbance. Uniform 300mm deep over entire site 
0002 N N

0002 0002 Deposit Subsoil. Mid brown sandy clay, loose, moderate flint inclusions. Root 
action. Between 550-600mm deep over entire site 

0003 0001 Y N

0003 0003 Deposit Subsoil. Mid orangey brown sandy clay subsoil or dirty natural 
subsoil layer with occasional charcoal flecks. Frequent stones, root 
action. 150-200mm deep 

0002 N N

0004 0004 1 Ditch cut SW-NE aligned ditch, appeared to turn 90˚ to NW-SE but section 
showed this to be natural geology. Shallow, flat base. 

- -

0005 0004 1 Ditch fill Mid orangey brown sandy clay subsoil or dirty natural subsoil layer 
with occasional charcoal flecks. Frequent stones, root action, no finds 
recovered 

N N

0006 0006 1 Pit cut Small circular pit or post hole. Shallow, rounded profile - -

0007 0006 1 Pit fill Mid greyish brown sandy clay with occasional CBM and charcoal 
flecks and moderate small stones. No finds recovered 

N N

Appendix I: Context list 
FIE DESCRIPT CUCUCUCUCUCUCUCUCUCUCUUCUCUUUUTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSTSSSTSTT OVER
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SuSuSuSuuSuSuSuSuSuSuSSS bsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbssbsbssoiooooooooo l. Mid brown sandy clay, loose, moderate flint inclusions. RoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRR otototototototototototo  
acccccccccccccctititititttttt on. Between 550-600mm deep over entire site

0003

Subsoil. Mid orangey brown sandy clay subsoil or dirty natural
subsoil layer with occasional charcoal flecks. Frequent stones, root 
action. 150-200mm deep 

t SW-NE aligned ditch, appeared to turn 90˚ to NW-SE but section
showed this to be natural geology. Shallow, flat base. 
Mid orangey brown sandy clay subsoil or dirty natural subsoil layer 
with occasional charcoal flecks. Frequent stones, root action, no finds 
recovered
Small circular pit or post hole. Shallow, rounded profofofofofofofooooooooo ile 
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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 

THE OLD RECTORY, CHURCH LANE, CLAYDON, SUFFOLK 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning consent (application 1364/07) has been granted by Mid Suffolk District Council for the 
erection of office extension, formation of new vehicular access, driveways and car parking on at 
The Old Rectory, Church Lane, Claydon, IP6 0EQ, Suffolk (TM 1385 4990) with a PPG 16, 
paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried 
out.

1.2 The proposed development area measures c. 100.00m East to West x c. 24.00m North to 
South, on the southern side of Church Lane and to east of The Old Rectory. The site is located 
at c. 36.00m AOD, on the eastern side of the Gipping Valley. The underlying glacio-fluvial drift 
geology of the site comprises deep loam. (Please contact the applicant for an accurate map of 
the development area). 

1.3 The application lies within an area of high archaeological potential, recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record. It lies within the curtilage of The Old Rectory, a Grade II Listed 
Building of special architectural and historic interest, that dates from the mid sixteenth century 
(Listed Building 433453), and within a known archaeological site; the rectory garden is an 
important late nineteenth century biblical representation garden (CLY 022). In addition, the 
proposal is situated north-east of the medieval church and churchyard (CLY 007) in an area 
likely to be historic settlement core.  

1.4 There is high potential for important archaeological features to be located in this area. The 
proposed works would cause significant change ground disturbance that has potential to 
damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

1.5 A trenched evaluation is required as the first part of the archaeological mitigation strategy for 
this development. 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. 

1.6 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. 

1.7 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.

1.8 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. 

1.9 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 
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BrBBBBBBBBBBBBBB ief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation 

THE OLD RECTORY, CHURCH LANE, CLAYDON, SUFFOLK 

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety yy y y y y yyy rererereerereeereereeeespspspspspspspspspssssssss onononononononnsisisisisisisisisisisissssssss bibibibibibibibibibbbbbibbililililliiliittties. 

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning consent (application 1364/07) has been granted by Mid Suffolk District Council for the 
erection of office extension, formation of new vehicular access, driveways and car parking on at 
The Old Rectory, Church Lane, Claydon, IP6 0EQ, Suffolk (TM 1385 4990) with a PPG 16, 
paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried 
out.

1.2 The proposed development area measures c. 100.00m East to West x c. 24.00m North to 
South, on the southern side of Church Lane and to east of The Old Rectory. The site is located 
at c. 36.00m AOD, on the eastern side of the Gipping Valley. The underlying glacio-fluvial drift 
geology of the site comprises deep loam. (Please contact the applicant for an accurate map of 
the development area). 

1.3 The application lies within an area of high archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeololololololololoolooooo ogogoogogogogogooogoogooo icccccccccalaaaaaa  potential, recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record. It lies within the cucucucucucuuuucuuucurtrtrtrtrtrttrtrttrtrtrttililiililililililiiii agagagagagagagggggge ee ee e ee e ee eeeeeee ofofofofofofofffofofofofffofo  The Old Rectory, a Grade II Listed 
Building of special architectural and historic intntntntntnttntntnttn erererererererereererresesesessssssst,t,t,t,t,t,t,t,t,,,t,t,, t t t t tt t ttttthahahhahahahahahahahahhhhh t dates from the mid sixteenth century 
(Listed Building 433453), and within a kkkkkkkkkknononononononoononoonononoownwnwnwnwnwnwwnwnwwnwnwnwnwnw  a a a a a aaaaa a arrrrrrrrrrchchchchhchcchchhchaeological site; the rectory garden is an 
important late nineteenth century biblbb iciciciciciciciccciccicalalalalalalalaalalalala  r r r r r r rrr r rrepepepepepepepepepeppepeepe rererererererererrerererererer sssessss ntation garden (CLY 022). In addition, the 
proposal is situated north-east of tttttheheheheheheheheheeeeeee m m m m m mmmm eddedddddddddddieieieieieieieieieieiieieieevavavavvvvvv l church and churchyard (CLY 007) in an area 
likely to be historic settlement corororororororooororooo e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.ee.e    

1.4 There is high potential for r imimimimimimimmimmmimmmmpopopopopooooooportrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrtrrtrrtrtanananananananananananaa tttt ttt archaeological features to be located in this area. The 
proposed works would causeeeeeeeeee s s s s s s  siiiiigii nificant change ground disturbance that has potential to 
damage any archaeological dedeeeedepposit that exists. 

1.5 A trenched evaluation is required as the first part of the archaeological mitigation strategy for 
this development. 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.

1.6 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.

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

1.8 Innnnnnnnn a a a a aa a aaaaccccccccccccccccccccccccccooororooooordadadadaddadadadadadadadaadancncncncncnncncncnncncn e with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeolooooooooogigigigigiggiggiigigig stststststststststststtttttsssss ssss
thththththththtthtttttt isisisisisisissis bbbb bb b b bbbbbbbbririririririririririririrrrrriefefefefefefefefeffefefeeeeeffffe  should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the prororororororooooooooooor jejejejejejejejejejejejjejj cttttttt. AA A A AA AAAA AAAAAAAAA
WrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrrWrWWW ititiiiititititi teteteteteetetetetettttennnnn n Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanyyyyyyyyyyyyininininninininnnnnnni g g ggg g g ggggg g gggg ouououououoououutltltltltlttltlttttttllininininininininnniii eeeeeee eeee
spspspspspspspsppspspspspppsspeceeeeeeeeeeeee ification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be e ee e e eeeee sususususususuusususususubmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmmmmmititititititititittitiiitteteteteteteetetetetetteeteed dddddddddddddddd by 
ttthtttt e developers, or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeololololooooooooooooogigigigigigiggigigigggig cacacacacaacacaal SeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeeSeeeeeervrvrvrvrvrvrrvrvrrrrrvrvrvice of 
Suffolk County Council (Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/e/e/e/e/e/e/e/e///e/e/e/eee/fafafafafafafafafaffafafaffafffaax:x:x:x:x:x:x:x:x:x:xxx  00 000 0 0 00121212121221212122121212884848484888488848888  352443) 
for approval. The work must not commence until this office hasasasasasasasasassasaassaa  a a a a a aaa a aaaaappppppppppppppppppppppppppprorororororororooorooooorororrr vvvvvevevvvvvv d both the 
archaeological contractor as suitable to undertake the work, and the WWWWWWWWWWWWWWSISISSISISISISISISISSISIS  aa a a a aaa aaaaaaassssssss ssssss sssssssasssss tisfactory. The 
WSI will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to satititititittitittitiittt sfssfsfsfsfssfs y the requirements 
of the planning condition. 

1.9 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. 

1.10 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. 

1.11 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. 

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 120m2 of the total area of 
disturbance (c. 0.24 ha.). These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear 
trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a 
minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a 
minimum of c. 67m 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 

deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservation Team 
of the Archahahahahahahahaahhahahhhh eoeeeeeeee logical Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

1.10 Theeeeeeeee r rr r rr rrr rrresesesesesesesesesesessesppopopoppopopop nsnsnsnsnnnsnsnsnsnnnsnssnnnsn ibibibibibibibibibiibibibiiiiiliiii ity for identifying any constraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monument staaaaaaaatutuututututututtutut s,s,ss,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,,,,,, 
LiLiLiLiiiLiiiL ststststststststsstttededededededeedeeded BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBuiuiuiuiuiuiuuuiuuuiu ldldldlddldldldldldlddlll ing status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders,  SSSIs, wwwwwwwwwwwiliiiiiiiii dldldlddldldlddld ififififififififfe e eeeeeeeeeeee
sisisisisisisisisisisisisisssiiiteteteteteteteteteteteees sssssssssss &c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&&c&c&cc., ecological considerations rests with the commissioning body and its archaaaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeoeoooolololololololololoooooooogigigigigigigigiggig caccacacacacacacacaccacaaaaaallllll ll 
cocococococoocoooooocooontntntntntntntntntntnntnnnntn rrrrarrrrrrr ctor. The existence and content of the archaeological brief does not ovvvvvvvvvverererererererererererreee -r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r--r-rrididididididdiddidididdidde e e e eeeeeeeeee e susususususususuususususususuuchcccccccc  
cococccococococcc nstraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 

1.1.1.1.11.1.1.111.1 111111111111111111111111111  Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist maaaaaaay yyyyyyyyyy wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwwwwwwwww shshshshshshshshshhhhhhhh tt t tt ttt tttto o o o o oooo ooo make after 
approval by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/CCC/CCCCCTT TTTTTTTTTTTT anananananananananananannnnanndddd ddddddddd 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 u
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 eveveveveveveeveevevevidence.

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an arrrrrrrchchchchchchchchhchchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeologogogogogogooogogogogoogoogoggo iciciciciciciciciiciciiicicici alaaaaaa  conservation strategy, dealing with 
preservation, the recording of archaeological dedededededeededededed popopopopopopppopopop sisisisisisisisisisssitststststststststststtsts, working practices, timetables and orders 
of cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried throughghghghghghghghghghghh iiiii i iiiiinnnnn nn a a aaaa a mmmmmmmmmmmmmmanaaa ner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeologicalalalalalalalalalalllallal P P P P PPP PPPPPProrororororororororororojejejejejejejejeectctctctctctctcctctctctcccts,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,sss  111111111111991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification b bbbbbbbbefefefefefefefefefffeffefefeefeforooooooroooo e prprprprprprpprprprprprprpp oocoooooooooooooooooo eeding to the next phase of the project. Field evaluation 
is to be followed by the prerererererererereeerrererereeppapappppapppp rarararaarararararaaatititititttititittttttionononooooooooo  of a full archive, and an assessment of potential.  Any 
further excavation required assssssssss m m m m mmmmm mmmmmititiititittigation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, 
and an assessment of potenntiall, 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 outlineneneeneneneeneeeeeeeeeeee s s s s s ss ssssspecification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 

3. Specififififififiiififffif cacaccacacacacacacacacaaatititittitittittttttttt ononononnnnnnnnnnn: : ::::::::  FF F F F FFF F FFFField Evaluation

3.1 TrTTrTrTrTrTrTrTTTTTTTTrriaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiiiaal trtrtrtrtrtrtrttt enches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 120m2 of the toooooooooootatatatatatatatatatatatttaal ll llll l llllll arreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaae  o oo oo oooofffff ff
didididididididididididdiddd ststststststststststssssss urbance (c. 0.24 ha.). These shall be positioned to sample all parts of thhhhhhhhhhhhhhe eee ee e ee e e sisisisisisiisissss tetetetetetetee. .     LiLLLiLiLiLiLiLLiLiLiLLiLLL nnnnnennnn ar 
ttttrtt enches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trenchchchchchchchchchhchcccccheseseseseseseseseeesesees aaaaaaaaaaaaarerererererereererererer  t t t t t tt t ttttttttooooooo ooooooo be a 
minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated;d;d;d;d;d;d;d;d;d;d;dddddddd  t tt t tt tt ttttthhhihihihihhihihihhh s wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiw lllllllllllllllllllll result in a 
minimum of c. 67m of trenching at 1.8m in width.

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.2m wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiiiwww ddddddddedd  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. 

3.6 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. 

3.7 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. 

3.8 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. 

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

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

3.11 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. 

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

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

3.15    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. 

other visible archaeological surface. All machine excavation is to be under the direct control and 
supervision nn n nn n n n nnnnnnn ofooooooooo  an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeological material. 

3.4 The ee ee e e e e totototototototoootoot ppppp pppppppp ofofofofofoff t t t t t tttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheehehehh fff ffffffffirst archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaaaanenenenenenenenenenened d d d d ddd dddd
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ybybybybybybybybybybybybbbbyyy hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhananananananananaannaaaa ddddd ddddd unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machinnnnnnnnnnnnne.e.e.e.e.eee.eee.eeee    TT T T T TT TTTTTTTTheheheheheheheeeheeeeeee 
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wiwiwiwiwiwiwiiwiiiwiwittttthtttt  regard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.3.3.3.33.3.3.333.333 555555 555 5 55555555 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need toooooooo c c c c ccc c ccccccauauauauauauauaaauauaaaaaa seseseseseseseeseseseseseeseses  t t t t t t t t tttthhehehehhehehhhhhhhhhh  minimum 
disturbance to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that sigggnininininininininininninnnn fifififififffiffff cacacacacacaaacacacacaantntntntntntntntntnntntnnnntt archaeological 
features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, building slots or posososososososososssst-t-t-t-t-t-t-t-t-t-t-t holes, should be 
preserved intact even if fills are sampled.

3.6 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.

3.7 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, Engngngngngngngngnngngnnnngn lish Heritage Regional Adviser for 
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3.9 Metal detector searches muuuuuuuuustststststststststststststststs  tttttttttttakakakakakakkkkkke e e e e ee e eeeeeee plplplplplpplpplp ace at all stages of the excavation by an experienced metal 
detector user. 

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

3.11 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where u 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. 

3.12 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 fffffffffffrom this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 
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seseseseseseseseseseseseeessequqqqqqqqqqqqq ential backfilling of excavations. 

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.3.3.151515151515151515151511515511555    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 Written Scheme of Investigation. 

5.3 The objective account of the archaeological 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 
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. 

5.10 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.  

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

5.12 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. 

4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this office, 
including anaananananananananananaaaa y yyyyyyyy subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to have a 
major rerererererererereerereeerespspspspspspspspspspsponononononononsissssssssss bility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a 
statatatatatatata ememememememmemmemmmemee eeeneeeeeeeeee t ofofofofofofofofofofofooofofffoo  ttt t t t tttttthhhhehhhhhhhhhh ir responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeological ssssssssittititititititiittesesesesesesesesesese  
ananannannnnnndddddd dddddd pupupupupupupupupp blblblblblbblblblblbblbllblbb iciciciciciccicicicicccatatatatatataatatatatataaa ion record. 

4.......3 3 3 3 3 33 33 33 ItItItItItItIttItttttItt iii i i i ii ii iiiiis s s s s s sss s ssssss the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resesesesesesessesessesessouououououououououououuouourrrrrcrrrrrrrr eseseseseseseseseseseseseseesess a a a aaaaaaa aa aaaarrre 
avavaaavavavavaaa ailable to fulfill the Brief. 

4.4.4.4.44.4.4.4.44.4444 444444 444 4 44444444 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.  TTTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheheheheehehhehheee 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 Written Scheme of Investigation.f

5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidenenennnenenennenennenenncececececececececececee mmmmmmmmmmusuuuu t be clearly distinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation. 

5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further eeeeeeeeeeevavavavavavavavavavavavaavvalulululululululululullulululuuuaaaaaaaaaaaatittttttttttttt onoononononononononoonoooo  aaaaand its scope may be given.  No further site 
work should be embarked upon until ttheheheheheheheheheeheee p p p pp pppppppririririririririrrrrrr mamamamamamamaaamamamamamaamm ryryryryryryryryryryryryyryyryy ffffffffffffieldwork results are assessed and the need for 
further work is established. 

5.5 Reports on specific areas offf  spspspspspspspspspspppsppsppececececececececeeccee iiiiiai lililiililililiiiililiistststststststststststtstttttt sss s stttuttttt dy must include sufficient detail to permit assessment 
of potential for analysis, incccccccccclululululululululuuuululuuudiddididididididddd ngngngngngngngngnggngng t t t t t t ttt tttababababababababaaba ulation 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 projeccccccccccct manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an 
event nuuuuuuuuumbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmmbmmmmmmm er for the work. This number will be unique for each project or site and must be 
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recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  

5.11 The project manager should consult the County HER Officer regarding ttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheehehehe r rr r r r r r r r rrrrreqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqqequirements for the 
deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, organisation, labelling, mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmarking and storage) 
of excavated material and the archive. 

5.12 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. 



5.13 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. 

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

5.15 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. 

5.16 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. 

5.17 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: 22 October 2007    Reference: / TheOldRectory_Claydon2007 

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. 

5.13 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavation) a 
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5.16 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. 

5.17 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).
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This brief and specification remains valid for six months from the above date.  If work is not 
carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified 
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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. 


