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Summary
Chedburgh, Hall Farm, Bury Road (TL 7945 5743; CHB 010) 
A trial trench evaluation was carried out at the above site in advance of a proposal to 
construct a grain store. The site had seen some ground reduction in the past, as much 
of it was oddly devoid of any deposit that could be described as conventional topsoil. As 
little as 0.1m of overburden was observed directly overlying the natural Till. No pre-
modern finds or features were encountered. The only observations recorded were a 
substantial modern pond, some field drains and two areas of compacted chalk surface 
that were also of 20th century date. No further work was recommended. 
(Rhodri Gardner, SCCAS for M C L Transport Ltd., report no: 2008/172) 

SMR information 
Planning application no. SE/08/0049
Date of fieldwork: 9th to 12th of June 2008 
Grid Reference: TL 7945 5743 
Funding body: M C L Transport Ltd. 
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1 Introduction 

A Planning Application was made seeking consent for the construction of a grain store 
at the site of Hall Farm, Bury Road, Chedburgh. The site is centred on approximately 
NGR TL 7945 5743) and comprises approximately 0.8 hectares (c. 8100m2).

It lies on land that slopes quite substantially from c 120m AOD in the south-western 
corner to c 115m AOD in the north-eastern corner. The site is bounded to the north by 
the roadside ditch immediately to the south of the A143 Bury Road; to the east by a 
large hedge that marks the property boundary of Chedburgh Hall; and to the south and 
west by yards associated with the light industrial use of the adjacent property to the 
west.

Figure 1. Site location 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

The site lies in an area of Archaeological Importance, as defined in the County Historic 
Environment Record. It was thought (see Brief and Specification, Appendix 1) that there 
was high potential for the preservation of medieval occupation deposits within the site. 
The proposed works would cause significant ground disturbance with the potential to 
destroy these deposits, were they present. As such, there was an initial requirement for 
an archaeological evaluation by trial trench, as outlined in a Brief and Specification 
produced by Dr Jess Tipper of the SCCAS Conservation Team (dated 12/05/08). The 
SCCAS Field Team was subsequently commissioned to carry out the work by the 
client’s agent Mr A Theobald, on behalf of the client M C L Transport Ltd. 
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2 Methodology 

Trial trenching was carried out between the 9th and 12th of June 2008. The trenches 
were excavated using a 3600 tracked mechanical excavator fitted with a 2m wide flat-
bladed ditching bucket. All mechanical excavation was carried out under close 
mechanical supervision until the top of the first undisturbed archaeological deposit or 
natural subsoil was revealed. Hand cleaning of the upstanding sections and base of the 
trench was carried out where necessary in order to clarify the nature of the deposits and 
identify incised features. The trenches were located using a Total Station Theodolite 
(TST).

The site covers approximately 8200m2 and the Specification required that some 5% of 
the area be evaluated by trenching (410m2). In practice, the total area of trenching was 
426m2.

Figure 2. Site detail and trial trench locations. 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

The site was allocated the HER number CHB 010. All observed deposits were allocated 
unique context numbers and recorded on pro forma recording sheets. All drawn 
recording was carried out in a series of 1:50 or 1:20 scale plans and 1:20 or 1:10 scale 
section drawings. The findings were of such a low magnitude in this case that 
illustrations of individual trenches were rendered simply using MapInfo mapping 
software.

2

SCCAS Report No. 2008/172 

2 Methodolllllllllllllogy 

Trial trenchinnnnng g g g g gg gggggg wawawawawawawawawawawawawaawawawaaaawaawaww s s s s s s s ss   cacacacacacacaacacacacacacacaaacacacacaac rrrrrrrrrrrrr ied out between the 9th and 12th of June 2008. The trenches
were excavvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvatatatatatatatatatttatatatataaaa ededededededeededededededdededddddd u u uuu uuuu u uuu uuu uuu uuuusisisisisisisisisisisisisisisiiiiiiiiisssss ngn  a 3600 tracked mechanical excavator fitted with a 2m wide flflflflfflffflflfflfflflflfflflflfllfllatatatatatatataaaaaaaaaaaa -
bladed dddddddddddddddititititititititttititittttittittchchchchchchchchchchchchchhchcchhhhhhchccc inininininnnnnninnnnnnnnnnnnng g g g g g g g gg ggggg ggggg bubbbbbbbbbbb cket. All mechanical excavation was carried out under close 
mechhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhc anananananananananananananannanananicicicicicicicicciccccalalalalalalaalalalalalalalaalaalaaa  s s s s s s s ss ssssssssssssssupervision until the top of the first undisturbed archaeological dddddddddddepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepee ososososooososososososossititititititittitittititttitti  o o o o o ooooooooooooor 
nanananananananananananananannnnaatuttutututututututututututututtututuuuttuurarararararararrrrrrrrrrrral ll llll lll lllll ll l susususususususususususussusuusussss bbbbbbsbbbbbbbbbbbb oil was revealed. Hand cleaning of the upstanding sectionsss aaaa a a aa a aaaaaaaaaa aaaaaandndndndndndndndndndndnddnndnnddndn  b b b b b bb b bbbbbasasasasasasasasasasasassasaasaasaaasa eeeee eeeeeeee of the f
trtrtrttrtrtrtrtrttrtrtrtrtrttrenenenenenenenenenenenenenneneneneenennennnennchchchchchchchchchhchchchchchchhhhhchchchcccchchcccccc  was carried out where necessary in order to clarify the nature ooooooooooooooooof f f f f f f f ffffffff f ththththththththththtththththtttt e eee e e e eeeeeeeeeee ee e eeeee dededededededededededededdededededededddddd posits and r
iddididididdidddddddddidddddeneneneneneeeneneneneeneneneneennnee tify incised features. The trenches were located using a Total Statatttttttattatatttioioioioioioioioioioooooooooooon nnn nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn TThTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT eodolite 
T(T(T(T(((T(T(((TST).

The site covers approximately 8200m2 and the Specification required that some 5% of 
the area be evaluated by trenching (410m2). In practice, the total area of trenching was 
426m2.

Figure 2. Site detail and trial trench locations. 
© CCCCCCCCCCrowrowrowrowrowroowrowrowrowrowrowowowwrowroworowoorr n Cn Cn Cn Cn Cnn Cn Cn Cnn Cn Cnn CCopyopopopopopopopooooooo right, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

The site wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwasaaasaaasasasasasasaasaaaa  a aaaa aa aaaaaaaaalllllllllllllllllllllllllllllocococococococococococococooooooococcoocco ata ed the HER number CHB 010. All observed deposits were alllllllllloloololololololoololoooooooolololooooocacacacaccacaccccaccca eteteteteteteeteteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeteeed d dd d d d dddddddddddd dddddd
uniqueeeeeeeeeeeeeeee cc ccc c c ccccccccccccccoooononooonoooonoooooooooo teteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteeeteeextxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxttxxtxttxxxxxx  numbers and recorded on pro forma recording sheets. All draaaawnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnnnnwwnwwnnnn 
recocococoocococococococococoocoordrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrddrdrddrrdinininininininininiiniiini g g g g g g g gg ggg g ggggggggggg wawwwwawawwwwwwwwwwwwww s carried out in a series of 1:50 or 1:20 scale plans and 1:20  ororororororororororororororoooooo 1111 1111111111111:1:1:1:1:1:1:1:1:111111110 0 0 00 0 0 0 00 0 0000000000000 sssscssssssssssssssss ale 
seseseeseseseseseseseseseseseseseesesessesssesssssss ctctctctctctctctctctctcctcctcttctctcc ioooooooooooooooon n n n n nnnnn n nn nnn nnnn drdrddrdrdrdrdrdrddrdd awings. The findings were of such a low magnitude in this casasasasasasasasssasassssassssssassssasssee e e e e e eeeeee e eeee ee ththththththththtthhththtttt atatatatatatatatatattattattatatattataat  
ililililllilliliilii luuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuststststststststststststststststststststtsssssssstsss rarararararaararrr tions of individual trenches were rendered simply using MapInnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnfofofofofofofofofofofofoffooofofoofoo m m mm m m mm m m mmmmmapapapapapapapapapapapapapapapapaaaaaaapaaaa ppppipippppipppppppp ng 
sssososososososososososososssososossss ftffffffffffff ware.

2



SCCAS Report No. 2008/172 

3 Results 

The basic trench dimensions were as follows: 

Length (m) Area (m2)
Trench 1 48 96
Trench 2 17 34
Trench 3/4 29 58
Trench 5 33 66
Trench 6 31 62
Trench 7 31 62
Trench 8 24 48
Totals 213m 426m2

Table 1. Trench dimensions 

3.1 Trench 1 
Trench 1 was located to try and identify any evidence for occupation along the road 
frontage. No such evidence was found, and a single large feature was recorded. Figure 
3 shows the principal features and location of the sample sections described below in all 
of the trenches in this northern part of the site. 

Figure 3. Trenches 1 to 4: features and sample sections 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

The large feature has been interpreted as a pond (0009), and although interesting 
waterlain deposits were present they were not sampled due to the late date of the 
feature’s infilling, as evidenced by a number of oil cans dating from the 1950s-60s found 
in the primary silting layer (0006). Its full extent remains unknown but the shaded area 
in Figure 3 hypothesises its minimum area. The sequence of deposits through the 
feature as recorded at Section A (its deepest point) was as follows: 
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ThTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e large feature has been interpreted as a pond (0009), and althhhhhhhhhhhououououououououououuouououuuuuuuuuuughghghghghghghghghghghghghghghghghghghgghggg  interesting 
waterlain deposits were present they were not sampled due to the lataaaaaaaaaaaaaa e date of the 
feature’s infilling, as evidenced by a number of oil cans dating from the 1950s-60s found
in the primary silting layer (0006). Its full extent remains unknown but the shaded area
in Figure 3 hypothesises its minimum area. The sequence of deposits through the 
feature as recorded at Section A (its deepest point) was as follows:
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Context Depth Description 
0001 0 - 0.25m Poor quality topsoil. Soft dark brownish grey silty loam with many modern 

inclusions.
0004 0.25 – 0.35m Attempted consolidation. Thin layer of crushed chalk, quite clean with few 

inclusions.
0007 0.35 – 0.85m Attempted consolidation. Very mixed layer comprising larger crushed chalk 

inclusions in a dark grey silty matrix with numerous modern inclusions – 
corroded ironwork, modern CBM lumps (some still bonded) etc. 

0006 0.85 – 1.20m Primary silting. Soft black silty clay with occasional modern inclusions (20th

century date – see text above). 
0003 1.20m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with 

rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

The sequence recorded at Section B was representative of all the northern trenches 
(Nos. 1 to 4) where no other features were observed, and was as follows: 

Context Depth Description 
0001 0 - 0.25m Poor quality topsoil. Soft dark brownish grey silty loam with many modern 

inclusions.
0003 0.25m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with 

rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

No other finds or features were recorded. 

3.2 Trench 2 
This was 17m long and situated to assess the nature of the deposits in an area 
immediately behind any potential ribbon development along the road line. 

The same pond-like feature that was recorded in Trench 1 also appeared here (see 
Figure 3). In this case the following profile was recorded at its deepest point: 

Context Depth Description 
0002 0 - 0.10m Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mid brownish grey silty 

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not good enough to be described 
as topsoil. 

0004 0.10 – 0.45m Attempted consolidation. Thin layer of crushed chalk, quite clean with few 
inclusions.

0005 0.45 – 0.75m Pond fill. Mid slightly orangey brown redeposited clay. Firm with very rare 
CBM flecks and moderate chalk flecks/small pieces. 

0006 0.75 – 1.15m Primary silting. Soft black silty clay with occasional modern inclusions (20th

century date – see text above). 
0003 1.15m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with 

rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. Slightly more 
bluish ‘gleyed’ appearance than in Trench 1. 

No other finds or features were recorded. 

3.3 Trench 3/4 
This had a total length of 29m and was an ad hoc amalgamation of the proposed 
Trenches 3 and 4 (which were originally intended to be more widely spaced and 
orientated as Trench 2) used to attempt to establish the extent of the pond like feature 
that had been encountered during the excavation of Trenches 1 and 2. 
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Context Depth Description
0001 0 - 0.252525252525525252525552525525255552525mmmmm mmmmmmm mmmmmm Poor quality topsoil. Soft dark brownish grey silty loam with many modern 

inclusions.
0004 0.00.0.0..0.0.0.0.0.0.000000000000 252525252525252525222222522  –––––––––––––– 0 0 000 0 0 000 0 0000000000.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33333.3333333355m555555555555555  Attempted consolidation. Thin layer of crushed chalk, quite clean wwwwwwitittititititittitititiitititittititittittitth h hhhhhh h h h h hhhh feff w ww w ww www w wwwwwwwwwwww

inclusions.
000777777777777777 0.000.0.0.0.0.00.000.000000.0.3535353535353535353533533535353353555353553555333  – 0.85m Attempted consolidation. Very mixed layer comprising larger cccccccccccccccrurururururururururururruruuuushshshshshsshshshsshhhhededededededededededededededededddeddeddd cccccc ccccccchah lk 

inclusions in a dark grey silty matrix with numerous moderrrn nn n nn    inininininininninininininiiiiinninnncccclccccccccccccccccc usssssssssssssssioioioioioioioioioioiiooioiioiiioiioioi nsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnsns – 
corroded ironwork, modern CBM lumps (some still bonddedededededededdedededededdedddeddedededddded) )) ) )))) ))) ))))) eteeeeeeeteeeeeeeee c.c.c.c.c.c.c.c.c.c.c.ccc.c.    

00000000000000000000000000000000000000 06060606060606000606060606000606060060 0.85 – 1.20m Primary silting. Soft black silty clay with occasional momomomommomomomomomomommomomomoomooodededededededdedededededdddeddd rnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnnnnrnrnnnnrnnnrnnrnnrn i i i i i i ii iiiincnnncncncncncncncncncncnnn lusions (20th

century date – see text above). 
0003 1.20m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with ff

rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

The sequence recorded at Section B was representative of all the northern trenches
(Nos. 1 to 4) where no other features were observed, and was as follows: 

Context Depth Description
0001 0 - 0.25m Poor quality topsoil. Soft dark brownish grey silty loam with many modern 

inclusions.
0003 0.25m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with ff

rare small to medium flint and very raaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarererererrerrerrerrrerer  chalk fleck erratics. 

No other finds or features were recorded. 

3.2 Trench 2 
This was 17m long and situated ttttttttttttttttttttttttoooooo o o ooo oooooooooooo asasasasasasasasssssssssesesesesesesesesesesesesesessesssessess the nature of the deposits in an area 
immediately behind any potentiallllllllalllllllll r r r r r rr rrr r rrriiiiiiiiiiiiibbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbononoononononononononooonoonononooonononoooo ddddd ddddddddddevelopment along the road line.

The same pond-like feature that tt was recorded in Trench 1 also appeared here (see
Figurer  3). In this case the following profile was recorded at its deepest point: 

Context Depth Description
0002 0 - 0.10m Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mid brownish grey silty 

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not good enough to be described 
as topsoil.

0004 0.10 – 0.45m Attempted consolidation. Thin layer of crushed chalk, quite clean with few 
inclusions.

0005 0.45 – 0.75m Pond fill. Mid slightly orangey brown redeposited clay. Firm with very rare 
CBM flecks and moderate chalk flecks/small pieces. 

0006 0.75 – 1.15m5m5m5m5m5m55m5m5m55m555mm5555555m555m Primary silting. Soft black silty clay with occasional modern inclusions (20th

century date – see text above). 
0003 1.1.11111111111 151515151515515151515151151551555m+m+m+m+m+m+m+m+m+m+m++m++m++ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown claaay y yy y y y y y yy yyyyyyyy wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwwwwiwiwwwiww thththththththtthththththththttt  ff

rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. Slightly momomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomommmmmmm rereeeeeeeeeeee 
bluish ‘gleyed’ appearance than in Trench 1. 

NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoooNoNoNooooooooooNoo o o o oo o oooooooooooooooththththththththththtthhhererereerererererererereeeeererereeee  ffffffffffffffffffffffffiiiiniiiiii ds or features were recorded. 

333333333333333333333.3 Trench 3/4 
This had a total length of 29m and was an ad hoc amalgamation ofc the proposedf
Trenches 3 and 4 (which were originally intended to be more widely spaced and 
orientated as Trench 2) used to attempt to establish the extent of the pond like feature 
that had been encountered during the excavation of Trenches 1 and 2.
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No evidence of the pond type feature was observed. The only significant finding was an 
area of very well compacted chalk surface/floor. No associated structural evidence was 
seen and it has been interpreted as modern consolidation/dumping activity (see Figure 
3). The stratigraphy recorded at Section C (Figure 3) was as follows: 

Context Depth Description 
0002 0 - 0.20m Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mid brownish grey silty 

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not good enough to be described 
as topsoil. 

0008 0.20 – 0.40m Chalk ‘surface’. Compact very light grey/white crushed chalk with no 
notable inclusions. 

0003 0.40m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with 
rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

No other finds or features were recorded. 

3.4 Trench 5 
This was 33m long and was positioned to examine part of the site’s central area that 
had not been occupied by the recent buildings. 

Figure 4. Trenches 5 to 8 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

Its north-eastern half was occupied by a further chalk ‘surface’ which extended for some 
16m from the north-eastern end, again indicating modern consolidation and dumping. A 
single north to south orientated field drain (see Figure 4) was recorded beneath the 
chalk deposit toward the north-eastern end of the trench. The sequence of deposits 
recorded at the north-eastern end (Section D) was as follows: 
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No evidence of ttttttttttttttttttttttthehehehehehehhehehehhehhehehhhehhehee pond type feature was observed. The only significant finding was aaaaaaan n nn n n nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn
area of veryyyyyyyyyyyy wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwweleleeeleleleleleleleleleeeleeeeeeeee lllll l ll lllllll cococococococococooococoocococococcoocoococococccc mpacted chalk surface/floor. No associated structural evidenceeeeeeeee w w w w w w ww ww wwwwwwwwwwasasasasasasasaasasasasasasasasasasaasassss 
seen andddddddd iiiiiiiiiiiiit t tt t t tt ttt ttt hahahahahahahahahahahhahhhahahhhhhas sss s ss s sssssssssssss bebebebebebebbebebebebbebbbbbbbb en interpreted as modern consolidation/dumping activity (seeeeeeeeeeeeeeee FFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFigigigigigiggigigigiggggiggggurururururururururururuuuuruuruuuu eeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
3). The ee ee e ee e eee eeeeee ststststststststststststststststststststtsstraraaaararaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatitititititititititiitiitittitiiiiigrgrggrggrgrgrgrgrgrgggggg aphy recorded at Section C (Figure 3) was as follows:

CoCoCoCoCoCooCoCCoCoCoCoCCCooCCoConntntntntntntntnnnn exexexexexexexexexxexexexexxexeeexext ttttt ttt t ttttttt Depth Description
000000000000000000000002020202020202020202020202020220022202002 0 - 0.20m Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mimmimimimimimimimimmmmimmimmmmimimmm d dd dd d d d d d d d dd dddddddd brbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbbrowwowowowowowwowowowowowowowowwwowwwwwwwnininnniinininninnnnnnnn sh grey silty 

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not goooooooooooooood dddddddddddddd ddd eneeneneneneneneneneneeneneeneee ouououououououuuuououuuuuuuuuuuughgghghghghghghghghghghgghghgghghgghgh to be described 
as topsoil.

0008 0.20 – 0.40m Chalk ‘surface’. Compact very light grey/white crusheeeeeeed chalk with no 
notable inclusions. 

0003 0.40m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with ff
rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

No other finds or features were recorded. 

3.4 Trench 5 
This was 33m long and was positioned to examine part of the site’s central area that
had not been occupied by the recent buildings. 

Figure 4. Trenches 5 to 8 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 1000000000000000000000000000000 0230202302302302302302302302330230230230023333020 332332339539539539539539539539539539595595555555555555 20 20 20 20 202 20 200020202200 20 20 200222022222020000000880808080000

Its north-eastern half was occupied by a further chalk ‘surface’ whicccccccccccchhhhhhh hhhhhhh extended for some
16m from the north-eastern end, again indicating modern consolidation and dumping. A 
single north to south orientated field drain (see Figure 4) was recorded beneath the
chalk deposit toward the north-eastern end of the trench. The sequence of deposits 
recorded at the north-eastern end (Section D) was as follows: 
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Context Depth Description 
0002 0 - 0.10m Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mid brownish grey silty 

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not good enough to be described 
as topsoil. 

0008 0.20 – 0.45m Chalk ‘surface’. Compact very light grey/white crushed chalk with no 
notable inclusions. 

0003 0.45m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowish brown clay with 
rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck erratics. 

No other finds or features were recorded. In the rest of the trench the simple sequence 
was 0.0.2m of the remnant topsoil (0002) overlying the natural deposits. 

3.5 Trench 6 
This trench was completely featureless, with a stratigraphy comprising just 0.25m of the 
remnant topsoil (0002) overlying natural deposits. 

3.6 Trench 7 
Again this trench was empty, apart from two field drains (see Figure 4). The stratigraphy 
was again very sparse with just 0.2m of deposit 0002 overlying natural deposits. 

3.7 Trench 8 
This trench also produced no archaeological finds or features, with only a single field 
drain recorded (see Figure 4). The topsoil in this part of the site was rather less 
disturbed and was more similar to 0001 as seen in Trench 1. It was 0.3m deep and 
directly overlay natural deposits (0003). 

4 Discussion and Conclusions 
No pre-modern archaeological finds or features were recorded. 

The majority of the site had very thin very poor quality surface deposits which were not 
typical of ‘normal’ topsoil. The site would seem to have seen quite heavy stripping and 
removal of topsoil at some stage. The date of this disturbance is unclear as is the depth 
of material removed. The prevailing ground levels around the perimeter of the site 
suggest that any terracing had not been too aggressive – probably just the removal of 
the former topsoil itself without any significant vertical truncation of the natural subsoil. 

The pond-like feature recorded in Trenches 1 and 2 was filled comparatively recently, 
but no dating evidence relating to its original excavation could be recovered. 

There was little surviving of the recently demolished buildings, though the small quantity 
of building materials on site (sandstone? and flint) suggested that they may have 
merited recording, but this opportunity was unfortunately missed. 

The lack of pre-modern deposits and the evident damage/truncation means that no 
further work is recommended. 
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Context Depth Description
0002 0 - 0.101010101010010101010001010010100001010mmmmm mmmmmmm mmmmmm Very poor quality remnant topsoil. Thin deposit of mid brownish grey silty y y yyyyyy

clay with very frequent modern inclusions. Not good enough to be describibbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbededededededededededededededeedeededddded 
as topsoil.

0008 00000.0.000000000000 20202020202020202002020202020200202020202200000 – – – –– – ––– – 000000000000000.45m Chalk ‘surface’. Compact very light grey/white crushed chalk withh n n nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnooooo o oooooooooooooooo
notable inclusions. 

000000000000000000000000003030303030303030303030303000033333 0.45m+ Natural drift. Glacial Till (Lowestoft type). Stiff pale yellowiwiww shshshshshshshshshshhhhhhhhshhhhshh b b b b b bb b b bbbbbbbbbbbroooownwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnnwnwnwwnwnwwww  c ccc c ccccc cccccclalalalalalallalalllal y with ff
rare small to medium flint and very rare chalk fleck errata iccccccccccccccccccccs.s.ss.s.s.ss.s.s.s.s.s.ss.s.ssssssss  

NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN  other finds or features were recorded. In the rest of the trench the sisisiiiiiisisisisisiiimmmmmmpmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm le sequence 
was 0.0.2m of the remnant topsoil (0002) overlying the natural deposits. 

3.5 Trench 6 
This trench was completely featureless, with a stratigraphy comprising just 0.25m of the 
remnant topsoil (0002) overlying natural deposits. 

3.6 Trench 7 
Again this trench was empty, apart from two field drains (see Figure 4). The stratigraphy 
was again very sparse with just 0.2m of deposit 0002 2 22 2 ovovovovovovovovovovovovovovovovovovooooooovovoooooooooo eree lying natural deposits.

3.7 Trench 8 
This trench also produced no archaeoloogigigigigigigigigigigigigigiigiggigggicacacacacacacacacaccacaccacaacac lll  fififififififiififififififififififiifif ndndndndndndndndndddndndndndnddndddndnddnn s or features, with only a single field
drain recorded (see Figure 4). The ttttopopopopopopopopopopopopoooooopopoopopoo sosososososososososossosososooooosoosos il i iiiiiiiiiiiinn n n n nnn nnnnnnnnnnnn ththththththththththththhthhhhhhht is part of the site was rather less
disturbed and was more similar ttttto ooooooo ooooooooo 00000000000000000000000000000000000000000010101010101010101010010101010101011001 a a aa a a aa a aaaaaaaaaaaaas sssssssssssssss seen in Trench 1. It was 0.3m deep and 
directly overlay natural deposits (0(0((0(0(0(0(00(0(00(0(0(0(000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000003)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3))3)33)3)33)3). 

4 Discussion and Conclusions 
No pre-modern archaeological finds or features were recorded. 

The majority of the site had very thin very poor quality surface deposits which were not
typical of ‘normal’ topsoil. The site would seem to have seen quite heavy stripping and
removal of topsoil at some stage. The date of this disturbance is unclear as is the depth f
of material removed. The prevailing ground levels around the perimeter of the site 
suggest that any terracing had not been too aggressive – probably just the removal of 
the former topsoil iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitststststststststsststtstttsttsstsstself without any significant vertical truncation of the natural subsoil.

The pond-likikikikkikkkkikikkkkike e e ee e ee e e ee eeee fefefefeffeffefefefefefffff atatatatatatatatatatataatatatataaatuuururuuuururuuuuuuuuuu e recorded in Trenches 1 and 2 was filled comparatively recenennnntltltltltltltltlltltllllt y,y,y,y,y,y,y,yy,y,yyyy,yyy  
but no ddddatatatatatatatatatatatatattttttatataataata ininininininininininininininininnininninnnng ggg ggggg g g g ggg g gg gggggggg evevevevevevevevvevevveveveeeeeeve ididiididididdidididididddiiddi ence relating to its original excavation could be recovered. 

Thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhherererereeeeerereereeererree e eeeeeeeeeee wawawawawawawawawawawawawawawawawawwawwaaawaw s ssssssssssssssssssssssss little surviving of the recently demolished buildings, though thhe e e e e e eeeeeeeee e eeeeee ssmsmsmsmsmssmsssmssssmssmmms alalalalalalalalalaaalaaaaalalalaall l ll l ll ll llllllllll quququququququqquqqquququqququququq antity 
ofofofofofofofofofofofofoooofofofofoffooo  b b b bb b b b bbbbb bbbuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuu ldldldldldldldldldldldldldldlddldlldldlldl iiiiniiiiii g materials on site (sandstone? and flint) suggested that theyeyeyeyeyeyeyyeyeyyyeyeyeyeyyyyyy mm m m m m m m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayyayayayyyyyyyy h hh h hh h h h h h hh hhhhhhhhhhhhhaaaaaaaavaaaaavaaava e 
mememememememememememememememememmememmemeeriririririririrririririiriiir tett d recording, but this opportunity was unfortunately missed. 

The lack of pre-modern deposits and the evident damage/truncation means that no 
further work is recommended. 
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OASIS ID No. suffolkc1-45589 
Rhodri Gardner, for SCCAS, July 2008 

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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Disclaimer
AnnnAny y y y yy y yyyyyyyyy opopopopopopoopopoopopoooop ninnnnnnnnnnnnnnioioioioioiooioioioiooooioiioioioonnsnsnsnsnsnnnsnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work arrrrre eeeee thththhththththththtthththhtt ososoooososoosooooso e ee e e ee e ee ee ofofofofofofoofofofofofofoofofooff tt tttttttttttthe Field 
PrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrrPrPrrrojoooooooooooooooooo ecececececcecececcecececccececceeectststststststststststtstststststss DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDivision alone. The need for further work will be determined by the Local PlPPPlPlPlPlPPlPlPlPlPlPlPPPPPPlanananananananananananannanannnninnnnnnnnnnnnnn ngngngngngngngnggngngngngnggngngngng AA A A AAA A A AA A AAAutututututututututuuuu hority and 
iiitiiiii s sss s sss s s sssssss arararararararaaararararaarrraararaaaraaa chaeological advisors when a planning application is registered. SSSSufufuffufufufufufufuffufufuuuufu foffofofofofofofofofofofofofoffffofoff lklklkklkklkklklklklkklkkkk CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCouououooooououououououooooooo nty Council’s 
ararararararararaarararararararrccchcchchcccccccc aeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for inconvenienncececececececececececeeeceecececececec cc cccccccauuauuauauauuauauauauuauuauuauauuua sesesesesesesesesesesesesessssss ddddddd dddddd to clients should
thtt e Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report.
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APPENDIX 1 
SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL 

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

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation 

HALL FARM, BURY ROAD, CHEDURGH, 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 construction of a bulk grain store with access and 
associated landscaping works at Hall Farm, Bury Road, Chedburgh, Suffolk 
IP29 4UQ (TL 7945 5743), has been granted by St Edmundsbury Borough 
Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work 
being carried out (application SE/08/0049). 

1.2 The proposed development has a total area of c. 0.80ha and located at c.
120.00m AOD. The underlying geology of the site comprises chalky till with 
calcareous clayey soil.  

1.3 This application lies in an area of archaeological importance recorded in the 
County Historic Environment Record, within the historic settlement core. 
There is high potential for medieval 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 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL 

A RA RRA RA RA RA RA RA RA RA RA RA RA RA RAAAAAAA RAAAA RA RRR CC HCCCCCCCCC 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 Evaluationnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 

HALL FARM, BURY ROAD, CHEDURGH, SUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLK
The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety responsibilities.t

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning permission for the construction of a bulk grain store with access and 
associated landscaping works at Hall Farm, Bury Road, Chedburgh, Suffolk 
IP29 4UQ (TL 7945 5743), has been granted by St Edmundsbury Borough 
Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work 
being carried out (application SE/08/0049). 

1.2 The proposed development has a total areeeeeeea a a a a aa a aaaaaaaa aaaaaaaaaa a aa ofoooooooooooooo  c. 0.80ha and located at c.
120.00m AOD. The underlying geologgggggggy y y y yyyyyyyyyyy ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofffff ttt tttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheeheheeheehehehhhheh  sisisisisisisiisisisssssissssss te comprises chalky till with 
calcareous clayey soil.  

1.3 This application lies in an areeeeeeeeeeeeeeea a aa a aaa a a a aaaaaaaaaa ofofofofofofofofffffofofofoooooo  aaaaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrcccccchahhhhhahahahhhhhhhhhhhhhhh eological importance recorded in the 
County Historic Environmnmnmmmmnmmmmmmnmmmmmmnmmeneneneneneneneneneneneneenenennnnnnt ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRReRRRRReRRR coccococcococococococococoocoooc rd, within the historic settlement core. 
There is high potential l l ll ll lll fofofofofofofofofofofofoffofffofffoffooforrrrr r r r rrr memememememememememememeeemeeememememeemeeeememedididididididdiddiddiddidddidd eval occupation deposits to be disturbed by 
this development.  TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTThehehehehehehehehhehhehheheheh  p p p pp p p p p p p ppppp pp ppprrorrorororrorrrrrrrrrrr posed works would cause significant ground 
disturbance that has potoo eneneneeeneneneneneneeeeeeeee ttial 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 acaa curately 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 arrangnnnnnnn ements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, 
accessssssssssssss tttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttto ooo o o o o oo oooooooooo the site, the definition of the precise area of landholding and area for 
prprrppppppppppp opopopopopopopopopopopopopoppopppososoooososooosooosoooooooooo edededededededededededededededdeeeedeeeedeed d d d d d d d dddddddddddd dddddeeeeveeeeeee elopment are to be defined and negotiated with the commissioning gggg gg g ggg gggggg
boboboboboboboboboobobobobobobbodyydydydydydydydydydydydydydydydydyydydydd ..........

1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.11.1.111.1111 6 6666666666666666666 DeDDDDDDDDDDDDDD tailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe eee e e e e eeee e eeeeeeeee fofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofof unununnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnd d d d d d d d ddddddd ddddd ininininnninininnninninnnnnnn 
Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Angliannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn AA AAA A A A A A AAAAAAAAA AAArrcrcrcrcrcccrccrcchahahahahahahahaahaaaaaaaaaahaaeoeoeoeeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooooooooololololololololololoolol gy 
Occasional Papers 14, 2003. 

1.7 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the I I IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIInsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnnsnsnsnsnsnssnnsnsnsstititititititititiitititititittitute of 
Field Archaeologists this brief should not be considered sufficiennt 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 
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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. 

1.8 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.
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developepepepepepepepepepepepepeeeeeepeeeeeeepeeersrsrrsrsrsrsrsrsrrrrrsrsrrrsrsr , or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Servrvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvviciciiciciciciciciciciciciciiiicceeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeee ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofffofofofffoooo  S S SS SSS S S S S SSSSSSSSSSSSSSuffolk County Council (Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; 
teteteteteteteeteteteteetetett lleleleleleleleleleleeleleeleel phphphphphphphphphphphphphphphphphphphpp onononononononononononoonononnoonononnnnnnne/eeeeeeee fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work must not commence untnttntntntnttttililililililiiiiiiii  
thtththththththththtththththththtthttht isisisisisisisisisisisisisisiiiiiiiii oooo ooooooooooooffffffffffff ice has approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable to 
unununununununununununununuunununnnunununnunnuuuuu ddeddddd rtake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSI will provide ththtthththththththththththhhthhhhhtht e eeeeeeeeeeeeeee bababababababababababababaabaaaaasisisiisisisisisisisisisisisisisisissisisisiis sssss ssssssssssssss
for measurable standards and will be used to satisfy the requiremennnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntsststststststsststststssst  o o o o o o o o oo oooooof fffffffffffffff thththththhhhthhhhhhhhhhthhhhhhhe e e e e e ee eee e eee
planning condition.

1.8 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the respopopopopopopopopopopoppopopopopooppp nsnnnnnnnn ibility 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 thhe eee eeeeeee prprprprprprprprprprprrprprprprprprrojojojojojojojojojojojojjoojjjjoojo ecececceccecececcecceccccccceccct ttt t t tt t t t tttttt aaaaraaaaaaaaaaaaaa chaeologist may wish to make
after approval by this office should be coooooooooooooooooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmununununununununnunnununununununununuuuunniciciciciciciciciciciicccicccccaataaaaaaa ed directly to SCCAS/CT and the
client for approval. 

2. Brief for the Archaeologicacacacacacacacacacacacaaccacacacacacaacaccacal l ll l l lll ll EvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEEvEEEvEEEEE alalalalalllllllalallallallluauauauauauauauauauauauauauauuuuu tittttttttttttt on 

2.1  Establish whether any aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrccrccrcrcrccrccrcrcr hahahahahaaahahahahahaahahahahaahaahaeoeoeoeoeoeoeeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooolololllllll gical deposit exists in the area, with particular regard 
to any which are of sufficieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeentntnttntntntnntntntntntnttnnn  importance to merit preservation in situ [at the discretionu
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 eeeeeeeeeee sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, 
dealinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng g g g g gg g g g g ggg ggggggggggggggggg wwiwwwwwwwwwwwwww th preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices,
timemememememememememememeeeemeeeeem tatatatatatatatattatatatatatataatttttttt blblblblblblblblbblblb eseseseseseseseseseseseseseeesssesesssesesseeee  a     nd orders of cost. 

2.6 6 ThThThThThThThThThhThhhThhhhhhhhThisisisisisissisisisisissssisiss  project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with Engngngngngngngngngngngngngnggngggggngngggnglilililililillililiilll shshshsshshshshsshshshshhhhhs  
HeHeHeHeHeHHeHeHeHHeHeHeHeHHeHHHHHHHH ritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all staaaaaaaaaaaaaaagegegegegegegegegegegegegegeggeggeggeessss ssssssssssssssss wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiwwiwiwiwiwiw lllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
follow a process of assessment and justification before proceeding to the e e eee nenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenn xttxtxtxtxxtttxtxxtxxtx  ppppppppppppp pppphahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahhahassssssesssssssssss  
of the project. Field evaluation is to be followed by the preparation ofofofofofoofofofoofofofooofoof a aa a aa a a aa aaaaaa ff f f ff ff fffffffffffull l l l l l ll l l ararararararararararararaarraaa chchchchchchchchchchchchhchhhhhhive, 
and an assessment of potential.  Any further excavation required asasasasasasasasassasasasasassssasssasaa m mmm mm mmmmmmmmmmittttttttttigigigigigigigigigiggigigigigiigiggatatatatatatatataatataatatatataaaaaaaaaaaaa ioiiiiiioiiiii n is to
be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an asseessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss mememmemememememememmmememememmmentntntntntntntntntntnttntntntntnttntnnt oo o o oo o ooooooooofff ffff potential, 
analysis and final report preparation may follow. Each stage will be e ee e e e ee e eeee thththththththhthththththtthththththttt e subject of a 
further brief and updated project design; this document covers only the evaluation 
stage.
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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 400m2 
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 222m of trenching at 1.8m in width. 

 
3.2 The existing buildings may be mechanically removed to ground level, 

and any concrete slabs broken up by the building contractor, prior to 
archaeological evaluation, using an appropriate machine. However, no 
ground disturbance should be caused by this work and no foundations 
should be removed until the evaluation has taken place. Where 
necessary, this work may be monitored by an archaeologist to ensure 
that no potential archaeological deposits are disturbed.  

 
3.3 Material sealed below the slab should be removed by machine with a 

back-acting arm and fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine 
excavation is to be under the direct control and supervision of an 
archaeologist. All material below the modern disturbance should be 
examined for archaeological material.  

 
3.4 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. 

 
3.5 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. 

3.6 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 
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2.7 The dedeeeeedeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevevevevevevevevevevevevevevevveveeeloper or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five
workrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkkrkrkkkrkkkkkkkinininininininininininninininni ggggggg gggggggg dadadadadadadaaadaaadadadaysyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy  notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that 
ththththththththththththhhhtheee e e e e e ee eeeeeeeeeee wowowowowowowowowowowowowowowooorkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkkkkkrkkkkk oooo o oo ooooooff f the archaeological contractor may be monitored. 

2.8 888 8 88 8 888888 88888 IfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIIfIIfIIIfIf ttt tt t tt t ttt tttttttthehhhhhhhhhhhh  approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particululululullllllluuluulararararararararararararaaararararrrrrlyllylyylylylylylllylylyyyyyyy ii iiiiiiin nnn n nn nn n nn nnnnnnnn
thththththththththththttthhttttttttt e instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may beeeeeeeeeeeeeee r r r rrrrr rrrrrrejejejejejejeejejeejejeejee eccccccccccccccccteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteeedd.ddddddddddddddddddddd  
Alternatively the presence of an archaeological deposit may be pppppppppppppppppppreerereererereeereeeeeereesususususususususususususususuuuuumeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed,d,d,d,dd,d,dd,dddd,d,dd,dd,dd, a a a a aaaaa a aaaaaaaaaaand 
untested areas included on this basis when defining the final mitigationonononnonononnononnonononnononnnonno  s s s s ssss sssss sssssssttrtrtrtrtrtrtrtttttttttt atatatatatattttattatataa egegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegeggeggegeeeegyy.yyyyyyyyyyyyyy  

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is setetttttttttttttttt o oooooooooooooooooututututututututtutututututuuuuuuuu  below. 

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 400m2

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 222m of trenching at 1.8m in width. 

3.2 The existing buildings may be mechannnnnnnnnnnniciciciciciciciciciciciciciciciciciiiiii alalalalalalalalalalalalalalalallaaalaaaaaaa lylylylylylylylylylylllyyyy removed to ground level, 
and any concrete slabs broken up bybybybybybybybybybybybybybybybybybbybyyyyy tt tt t tttt tttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehehhhehehehehehehee b b bb b bb b b bbb bbbbbbb bbbbbbbbuuuuiuuuuuuuuuuu lding contractor, prior to 
archaeological evaluation, usinggggggggggggggg aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnn nnnnn apapapapapapapapapapapaapppppppaappapprppppprprprprprprprpprprpprprpprprprrprrrropriate machine. However, no 
ground disturbance should bebebebebebebebeeebebebebebee c c c c c c c ccccc c c cc ccauauauauauauauauauaaauaauaauaauauaauusesesesesesesesseeseeseesesesesesssed ddddddddddd by this work and no foundations
should be removed unnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntitititititittititititititiiititil llllllllllllllll thththththththththhththhhthhhthhhhhhe eee e e ee e eeee eeeeee eeeeveeeeeee aluation has taken place. Where
necessary, this work mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayyayayayyayyayayaaaaa  b bb bb bbbb b bbbbbe e e ee eee e ee eeee eeeee mommmmmmmmmm nitored by an archaeologist to ensure 
that no potential arrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchhhcchchhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaaaeeolololololololololololollolololololloololooloolo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoooo ical deposits are disturbed.  

3.3 Material sealed below the slab should be removed by machine with a 
back-acting arm and fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine 
excavation is to be under the direct control and supervision of an 
archaeologist. All material below the modern disturbance should be 
examined for archaeological material.  

3.4 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
Investstststststststststststststttststtsttstttsttss igigigigigigigigigiigigiiiigii ation and the detailed trench design must be approved by
SCSCSCSCCSCSCSCCSCSCSCCSCCCCCCCSCCCCSCCACACACACACACACACACACACACACACACACCACACCCACCACAAAS/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/SS/SSSSS/S//CT before field work begins. 

3.3..3..3...3....3.5555555555555555555 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThhThThThThhThTT e e topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnne e e e e e eee e eeeeeeeeee wiwiwiwwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiiwiiiwiw thththhththththththhthththhhhththhht  
a back-acting arm and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to theheeeeeeeeeheeeheeeeee i ii i ii iii i i iiiiiiiintntntntntntnnntntntn ererererrrrerrrrrrrrrerfafafafafafafafafafafafaffafafafafafafaceccccccccccccccccc  
layer between topsoil and subsoil or other visible archaeologiccccccccalalalalalalalalalalalalalaalaaaaaalaa  s s s s s s ss ssssssssururuurururururuurururururuuu fafafafafafaafafaaaaaaaafaaaaacecececececcecececececececeececec .  All 
machine excavation is to be under the direct control and ssssssssssssssssupupupupupupupupupupupupupupupupupuppppupu erererererererererereerrrrrrrrrrrviviiviviviviviviviviviviviviiviviviiiiiivvvvvv sisisisisisisisisisisiiiiisiiisisiiiisisiis ooooooonooooooo  of an 
archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeologiggigigigiigigiiiiigigig cacacacacacacacacacacacacaacacaccacaccccc l lll l lllllllll llll mammmmmmmmmmmmmm terial. 

3.6 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
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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. 

3.7 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). 

3.8 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. 

3.9 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. 

3.10 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. 

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

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

3.13 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.

3.14 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. 

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

3.16 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to 
allow sequential backfilling of excavations. 
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will nnnnnnnnnnnnnnototototototoototototototootototototototootoooooooot b e a loss of evidence by using a machine. The decision as to the 
prprprprprrprrrrprrrppp opopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopopppeerererererererreereeeeeeeeeeere  m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeeeteteteteteeeeteeeeteeeteeeeete hod of excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist 
wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiiiwiwiiww ththththththththththththththh r r r r rrr rrrrrrrreeegegegegeegegeggeeegeeeeeeeeeee ard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.3.3.33.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3333 77777777777777777777 II I I I III III IIIII Inn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnn all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the ee e eee e e mimimimimimimimimimimimimimmmimimmimmmm ninininininininninininnninnnnimumumumumumumumummumumumumumumuumuum m m m m mmmm m mmm mmmmmmmmmm
disturbance to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; thatatatatatatatatatatatattaaaataaaaa  ss ss s s sss ss ssigigigigigigigigigigigiiggnininininninininininininininnnniififfifififififiifififfiiffif cacacacacacacacacacacacacaccccccccacac nt 
archaeological features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, buildiiiiingngngngngngngngngngngnngngngnngngngngngnggnnnngng ss s s s s sssssssssslolollllolololollllotstsststststststsssstsstststs o o o ooooo o o oo o oo oo  oorrrrr rrrrrrrrr post-
holes, should be preserved intact even if fills are sampled. For guidadaadadadadadadadadadadaadaadd ncncncncncncncncncncncncncncccccncncnncceeee:eeeeee  

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

For discrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some
instances  

100% may be requested).

3.8 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. 

3.9 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 environnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnmemmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ntal assessment of the site and
must provide details of the sampling strategegeggeggegegegeggeggggeggggggggieieieieieieieieieieieieieeeieieieiieiiessss ssssssssss foofoofofoofofoooooor rrrrrr retrieving artefacts, biological 
remains (for palaeoenvironmental and palalalalllllllllaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeeeaeeaeaeaaeaeeaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeoooeo cocoooooocoooooocoooc nonononnononononononoonononoonnonommmimmm c investigations), and samples 
of sediments and/or soils (f((f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f(ff(((((( ororororoororororooororor mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmicromorphological and other rr
pedological/sedimentological analyyyyyyyyyyyyseseseseseseseseseseseeeeseeeesess s.s.sss.s.s.s.ss.s.s.ss.ssss  A A A A A AAA A A AA AAA AAAAAAAdddddddddddddddddddvvvvivivivvvvvvvvvv ce on the appropriateness of the 
proposed strategies will be souguguguguguguguguguguguggggugggggughthththththththththththththththhtht ffff fffffffffffrororroooooooooooooooooom m m mm m mm mmmmmmmmmmm J.JJJJJJJJJJJ  Heathcote, English Heritage Regional
Adviser for Archaeological SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSciciciciciciciciciciciicicicccc eneneneneneeeeneneeneencececeececececececececeececcececececcccc  (  ( ( ( (( ( ( (( ((( (EEaEEEEEE st of England).  A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits (M(M(M(M(M(M(M(M(MMM(MMMM(M(M(MMM(M(MMMMMMurururururururururururuurrurrurururuuu phphphphphphphphphphphphp y,y,yy,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,yyyyyyyyy  P P PP PP P P P P .L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to 
sampling archaeologicaaaaaaaaaaaaaaall l ll l l l ll lllll dededededededededededededededeededeeeedddeepopopopopopopopoopoooooopooooooooosisisisisisisisisisisisisiisiisisiiiiiiiisssssis tststststststststststststststttssss for environmental analysis) is available for viewing 
from SCCAS. 

3.10 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. 

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

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

3.13 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or u
desecrrrrrrrrrrrrrataaaaaaaaaaaaaa ion are to be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown 
to be e e ee e e eeeeeeeee a aa a a a a aaaaaa a aaaaaaaa aaaaa requirement of satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator 
shshhshshshshshhhhhhouououououououououououououououuouououuuuouuuldldldldldldlddldddlddldddd b b b b bbb bbb b b b bbbbbbbbbbbe e e e e eeeeee eeeeeeeee aware of, and comply with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Accccct t tttt
18181818181818181811818181881881811 575777777777777777775 ...

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.3.3.3.33.141414141414141414141414414111444441444111  P P P PPPP PP PPPPPPPPPPlans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:2220 00 0 00 0 0 0 00 00 ororororororororororooroororooororrro  1 1 1 11 1111 111:5:555:555555555555550,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,00,0,0,000,0,0,0,00000000  
depending on the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections shoulddddddddddddd bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbeeee e eee eeeeee e drddddrdrdrdrdrddrrd awawawawawawawawawawwwawwawwawawaawawwwwnnn nnnn nnnnnnnnnnnn at 
1:10 or 1:20 again depending on the complexity to be recorded.  AlAlAlAAlAlAAlAlAlAlAlAlAAAAAAAlAlAAAA l ll ll ll llll leleleleleleleleleleleleeeleeevevevev lslslslslsslslsslslssssslssssl s ss s s s sss s sshhhhhohhhhhhohhh uld
relate to Ordnance Datum. Any variations from this must be agreedededdedddededdddd w w wwwwww www wwwwwww wwwitititititititititiititititiiiii h h hhh h h hh hhhh SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSSCCCCSSSSSSSSS CACACACCCCACCACCCACCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC S/CT. 

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

3.16 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to
allow sequential backfilling of excavations. 
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3.17 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. 

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. 
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3.17 Trencheheheheeeheheheeheeheheheheeeheheeeeeeeeeeessssss ssssssssss sss should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

4. GGGGGGGGGGGenenenenenennenenenenenennnnneneeneeenenererererererererererererereeeeererrrrrreee al Management

4.4.4.4.4.4.4.44.4.4.44.44.44 11 11111111111 AAAAA AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stagagaggggaggggaggggggge e e e e e e eeeeee ofofoooofofofofooooooo  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwororororororororoororororororroooroorooo k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk
commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological l l coccocococococococcococococcocontntnnnntnnnntnnnnnnntraaaaaaactctctctctctctctctcctccctctcttc oorororororororororororororoor wwwww wwwwill 
give not less than five days written notice of the commencement of ttttttttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehhhehehhhhehhehhheeh  w www w w ww w wwwwororororororororororrorrorororororrrrrrkkk k kk k k kkkk k kk kkkkkkkk ssssossss  that
arrangements for monitoring the project can be made. 

4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed dddddddddddddddd 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 cocccccccccc ntractor. 

4.6 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standaardrdrdrddrdrddrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrddddrdddr  a aa aaaa  aaaa a aaaaaandndndndndnndndnddndndnddndddddndndddd G GG GG G GG G G GGGGGGGGGGGG GGuidance for archaeological field 
evaluation (revised 2001) should be usedddddddddddd f f f f f f fff f ff fffororororororororororoorororrrrrrororoo  a a a a aaaaaaaddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddd iiiiiiiiiiititititittitittititittittt oonal guidance in the execution of 
the project and in drawing up the reportrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtttrtrttttrttttrtrt...  ... 

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. 

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
assessssssssssssssssssssssssedeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee  and the need for further work is established. 

5.5 ReReReReReReReReReReReRReReReR popopopopopoppoppopoppppopoportrtrttrtrtrtrtrtrtrttttttttttttttts s ss s s s ss sss ssss onoooooooooooooo  specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmitititittitititittttittt 
asasasasasasaasasasaasassssssssesesesesesesesessesesessesesesesesseseeesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss ment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and mumumumumumumumumumumumumumummmmmmmmmmm stststststststststssss  
ininininnininininnnninnninclclclclclclclccclclclcccc ude non-technical summaries. 

5..5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.55.55555 6 6 6 6 6 66 66 66666 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the arararararararararrararraaaraaaaraaararchchchchchchchchchchccchhchccccchhhaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeeeeeeeololoolololololololololooooooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoggiiiiiici al 
evidence, including an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains ss ssssss s sssssssssssss rerrerererererererererrererererereeerreccoccccccccccoveveveveveveveeevevevevevevevveveveerererererererererereeerererrereeer d from 
palaeosols and cut features. Its conclusions must include a cleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeararararararararararaaaaararaar ss s sss s sss sssssssstatatatatattateteteteteteetteteteeetteteettetetetetetteeeeeemmmemmmmmmmmemmemmmmmmm nt of the
archaeological potential of the site, and the significance of that potttttttttttttennnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntititititititititititititiittttt alalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalala  iiiiiiiiin the context 
of the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology, OcOcOcOccOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcccccasional 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. 

12



SCCAS Report No. 2008/172 

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. 

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 
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5.8 A cocococooococoocoocoooooppypypypypypypypypypypyppypypppypyppyypyppp o of f f ff f ththththththththththththhthtthhhhhe Specification should be included as an appendix to the report.  

5.9 ThThThThThThThThTThThhhhhhhe e  ee ee e eeee eeeeeee ppprpppprpppppppppppppp oject manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton)n)n)n)n)n)n)nn)n)n)n))n)n)n)n)n))n))n)))n)) t t ttt t t t t t t ttto
oboboboboboboboboboboboboobbobbbtattatatatatatatatattaat in an HER number for the work. This number will be unique for each proooooooooooooojejeejejejejejejejejejejeeeejeejjectctctctctctctctctctctctcctctcctccccccc  ooooooooooooor rrr r rr rr r rr rrrrrr
sisssssssssss te and must be clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

5.55.555.55.5555.55.55.55.5555555 1111110111111111  Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance witttttttttttttttth h h hh h hhhh hhhhhhhhhhhhhh hhh UKUKUKUKUKUKUUKUKUKUKUKUKUUUUUUUUU  IIII IIIIIIIIIInsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssssnsnnnn tititititittititittittittttt tute of 
Conservators Guidelines.

5.11 The project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 20000000000000000000 8 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 theheheeheheheheheeeeehee CC C C C C C CCCCC CCCC CCCCCoououououououoououooooo nttntntntntntntntntntntntntntnnnnnntntnnnn y y yyy y yy yyy yyy yyyyyy HHHHEHHHHHHHH R within three months of the 
completion of fieldwork.  It will then becommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeeee eeeeeeeeeee pupupupupupupupupupupuuupupuupuupuuppp blblblblblblblblblblblblbbbbbbblbbliciciccicciccicicicicciccccclyllllllllll  accessible.

5.14 Where positive conclusions are drdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrddrrdrdrdrdrrrdddddd awawawaawawawawaawawawawawwawawwawn n nn n n nnn nnnnnnnnnn frfrfrfrfrfrfrfrrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfromoomoomomomomomoomomomomomooooooooo  a project (whether it be evaluation or 
excavation) a summary reporttrtrtrtttttttttt,, , , ,  , ,, innnnnnnnnnnnnnnn tttttttttttttheheheeehehehehehhehheeheeee eeeee ee eeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeststststsststststssssstsss ablished format, suitable for inclusion in the 
annual ‘Archaeology in Sufufufufufffufuffufffffffffffuffofofofofofofofofofofofofofffoffofofoofffofolklklklklklklkklkkklklklkkkkkk’’’’’’’ seseeseeeeeeseeectctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctcccttctioioioioiooioioioioioioioioi n of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for 
Archaeology, must be e prprprprprrprprprrprprprprprprprprprprrepepepepepepepepeepepeppepeeeeeeeee arararaararararararraraaraararraraaaara edededededededddededdededdedededdededdeeeeeeeeeeee . It should be included in the project report, or 
submitted to SCCAS/CT,TTTTTTTT,TTTTTTTTTT  b b b b b b bbbb b b b b bby yy yy y yy yyyy yyyyyyyy thththththththththththtththhhththththhthttheeeee eeeeeeeeeeeee end of the calendar year in which the evaluation work 
takes place, whichever is ththththththththththtthtththhthheeee eeeeeeeeee sooner. 

5.15 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER manual, foor 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. 

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

5.18 AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAlllllllllllllllllllllllll  p ppppppppppppppppararararararararararararrarraaraarttstststststststststststststtstssssss of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the Countytytytytytytytytytytytttyttytytty 
HEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEEEEEEEHHHEHER.R.R.R.RR.R.R.R.R.RRRRRRR.RRRRRRR  TThis should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper rr r cocococococococococococococccccccccccoopypypypyppypypypypypypypyyyyyypyppyyyy 
shshshshshshshhshshshhsshshshssssss ould also be included with the archive). 

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
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Environment and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR       Tel:   01284 
352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 

Date: 12 May 2008     Reference: / HallFarm-
Chedburgh2008 

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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Environment anannannnananannnnnannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnd d d d d d d dd d dddd dd dd Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St EdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEEddmmmumumumumumummmmmummmmm ndndndndnddndndndndndndndnddnddndddnddsssss s ssssssssssss
Suffololololoololololooloooolooloolllllllk k k k k kkkkkk k kkk kk IPIPIPPPPPPPP33333333333333333333333333333333333 22 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 22 2222222222ARARAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA        Tel:   01284
355555555555555212121212121212121212121211212212112121221197979797979799797979797979797979797977779   
EmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEEEmEmE aiiaiaiiiaiiiiiiiiiia l:l:l:l:ll:lll:lll:lll:ll:::l:    jejejeejejejejejejejejjejjjjjjjj ss.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 

Date: 12 May 2008     Reference: //////////////// H H HH H H H H HH HHH  allFarm-
Chedburgh2008

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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