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ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION REPORT 

LAND OFF IPSWICH ROAD, 
HOLBROOK

HER Ref. HBK 042; OASIS ref. suffolkc1-46442 

SCCAS Report No. 2008/236

Summary: An archaeological evaluation was undertaken during July 2008 to investigate the potential 
for buried archaeology within an area earmarked for a proposed housing development on land off 
Ipswich Road, Holbrook (NGR ref. TM 1703 3697). Four linear trenches were machine excavated to 
the depth of the undisturbed natural subsoil within which no archaeological deposits, features or 
artefacts were identified. The natural subsoil, which comprised yellow/orange silty sand, lay at a depth 
of c. 0.5m beneath the topsoil and a layer of pale yellow silt. This evaluation is recorded on the County 
HER under the reference HBK 042. The evaluation was undertaken by the Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service who were commissioned and funded by Rees Pryor Architects LLP on behalf of 
their client. 

Figure 1: Location Plan 
© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council. Licence No.100023395 2008

1. Introduction
A small housing development is proposed for an area of land off Ipswich Road, 
Holbrook (application no. B/07/01251/FUL). The application area lies within an area 
of archaeological interest. It lies immediately adjacent a known prehistoric occupation 
complex as recorded on the County Historic Environment Record (ref. FRT 011) and 
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consequently there is a high potential for archaeological features and/or deposits to 
exist within the development area. 

The proposed works pose a significant threat to any buried deposits that may be 
present. In order to mitigate against damage and/or loss of archaeological features and 
deposits a condition was placed upon the application requiring an agreed programme 
of archaeological works be put in place prior to commencement of any groundwork. 

In order to establish the full archaeological implications of the site the Suffolk County 
Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team requested an archaeological 
evaluation comprising trial trenching of the site be undertaken. This will form the first 
stage of a programme of archaeological works with the results being used to assess 
the need for any further work. To detail the work required a Brief and Specification 
has been produced by Dr Jess Tipper of the Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service Conservation Team (See Appendix). 

The archaeological evaluation was commissioned and funded by the architect, Rees 
Pryor Architects LLP, on behalf of their client. The evaluation was undertaken by the 
Field Projects Team of the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service on the 
31st July 2008. The archive is lodged with the Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service at its Bury St. Edmunds office under the Historic Environment Record 
reference, HBK 042. A summary of this project has also been entered onto OASIS, 
the online archaeological database, under the reference suffolkc1-46442. The National 
Grid Reference for the approximate centre of the site is TM 1703 3697 (see figure 1 
for a location plan).

2. Methodology 
A series of trial trenches were machine excavated down to the level of the natural 
subsoil (or the top of any significant archaeological deposits had they been 
encountered) using the back hoe of a wheeled excavator fitted with a 1.6m wide 
toothless ditching bucket. The trenches were excavated in accordance with an 
approved plan. 

The machining of the trenches was closely observed throughout in order to identify 
archaeological features and deposits and to recover any artefacts that may be revealed. 
Excavation continued until the undisturbed natural subsoil was encountered, the 
exposed surface of which was then examined for cut features or deposits. Had any 
features/deposits been noted they would have been sampled through hand excavation 
in order to determine their depth and shape and to recover datable artefacts. 

Following excavation the nature of the overburden was recorded, the trench locations 
were plotted and their depths were noted. Upon completion of the fieldwork the 
trenches were backfilled. A brief photographic record of the work undertaken was 
also compiled. 
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3. Results 
Four trenches totalling c. 130m in length were excavated across the area affected by 
the proposed development. See figure 2 for a plan of their locations (numbered 1 to 4 
in order of excavation). The results from all three trenches were similar with a 
stratigraphy comprising 0.2m of topsoil (0002) overlying a very pale yellow sandy silt 
(0003) which in turn overlay yellow and orange silty sand which was interpreted as 
the natural subsoil. The interface between the topsoil and the very pale sandy silt was 
relatively abrupt, indicating likely truncation at this depth, probably through 
ploughing, although the interface between the very pale sandy silt and the underlying 
natural subsoil was relatively blurred. 

The surface of the natural subsoil was examined for cut features but none were 
identified. The machining was closely observed throughout in order to maximise the 
recovery finds but no artefacts were noted in any of the trenches and no finds were 
recovered from the spoil. A systematic metal detecting survey of the trenches and the 
spoil was also undertaken but nothing of note was recovered. 

Figure 2: Trench Plan 
© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council. Licence No.100023395 2008

5. Discussion 
No evidence was recovered from any of the trenches that could suggest the presence 
of archaeological deposits or features within the development area. It must therefore 
be assumed that no significant occupation or activity has occurred within the 
development area and that it lies beyond the limits of the prehistoric occupation 
evidence (FRT 011) to the east. 
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6. Recommendations for Future Work 
Based on the results of the evaluation it would seem unlikely that any significant 
archaeological deposits are under threat from the proposed development and 
consequently no further work is recommended. 

M. Sommers  1st August 2008 
Suffolk County Council, Field Projects Team 

Plates

Plate I: Soil profile as seen in Trench 3 

Plate II: Trench 4, view looking south 

Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of the Field Projects 
Team alone. The need for further work will be determined by the Local Planning Authority and its archaeological 
advisors. 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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APPENDIX
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 

SITE OFF IPSWICH ROAD, HOLBROOK, SUFFOLK 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements
1.1 Planning consent (application B/07/01251) has been granted by Babergh District Council for the erection of 

12 dwellings with the construction of associated access and car parking on Land off Ipswich Road, 
Holbrook, Suffolk (TM 1703 3696) 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. 0.40 ha., on the eastern side of Ipswich Road, and on the 
northern side of Holbrook. The site is located at c.  30.00m AOD. The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology 
of the site comprises deep loam and sand, in places over gravel. (Please contact the applicant for an 
accurate map of the development area).

1.3 This application lies in an area of archaeological interest recorded in the County Historic Environment 
Record, immediately adjacent to a known prehistoric occupation complex (FRT 011). There is high 
potential for encountering archaeological occupation deposits at this location. The proposed works would 
cause significant ground disturbance that has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

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 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]. 
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brief.

1.6 All arrangements for the field evalallalalalllalallallaalaaa uatuatuatuatuatuatuatuatuatuatatuatuatuatauatattuaa ionionionionionionionononioniononiononionoio  of of offfffff ththth th ththth th th thth ththththhhththththe se se se se e se se e se e e se se see itititititeiititit , the timing of the work, access to the site, the definition 
of the precise area of landholdindindinininnnindininnininininnndiiiing agg agg ag ag ag ag ag ag ag ag agg ag aggg ag nd nd ndd dd d d d  d  arearearearearearearearearearearearearearearereererrerrerarereaa faaaaaaaaaaaaa or proposed development are to be defined and negotiated 
with the commissioning bodyyyyyyyydyyyyyyyyyy. . 

1.7 Detailed standards, information andandanandanananandanananndannnaa  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 thatr
there is no contamination. The developer should be aware that investigative sampling to test for 
contammmmmmmmmination is likely to have an impact on any archaeological deposit which exists; proposals for 
sampliplilipliplipliiipliplipliiliplipliplipliiplipp ngng ngngngngngngngngngngnngngggngg should be discussed with the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of SCC
(SCSCSCSCSCSCCSCSCSCSCCSCSCSCCCSCSCSCCASCACASCASCASCASCASCASCASCASACASCASACASAACASAACAACAAA /CTCT/CTCCTCCCTCTCCCC ) before execution. 

1.10 TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTThe e e ee heeeee e eee e e resresresresreresresresresresressessssssrr ponsibility for identifying any constraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monument status, Listed
BuiBuiBuiBuiBuiBuiBuiBuiBuiBuBuiBuiBuBuiuiuBuiuiBuiBuiBuiBuiB iBuiu ldldldldildldldldldldlddldddddddl ng status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife sites &c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&&cc&c&ccc., ., ., .,..,,...
ecoececececececececececeeee logical considerations rests with the commissioning body and its archaeological contractor.r.r......rr  Th Th Th ThTh Th ThThTh ThThThThThThTTTh TTT eeee eeeeeeeeeeeeee
existence and content of the archaeological brief does not over-ride such constraints or impppppppppply ly lylylylylyy lylylyyyyyyyyyyy thathathathathathathathathathathathahathththahaathaat tt tt tt tt tt tt tt tt tt tt tttt tt the he hehe hehehe ehehe heeheheheheehehhhhehe
target area is freely available.

1.11 Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist may wish to make aftttttttttttter er er ererereer er er erererer ereerrrerer er eeee apappapapapapapapapapaaaaaaaaa rovovovovovovovovovovoovovovooval al al al alal al al al aalaalaalalaa bbbbbbbbby bbbbbb 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]. u
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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 200m2 of the total application area. These shall be 

positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. 
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a 
minimum of c. 111m of trenching at 1.8m in width.   

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

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

3.4 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned off by 
hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by hand unless it 
can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine.   The decision as to the proper 
method of excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the 
deposit.

3.5 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum disturbance to the 
site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological features, e.g. solid or bonded 
structural remains, building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact even if fills are sampled. 

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. 

6

Ipswich Road, Holbrook: Evaluation (HBK 042) Report No. 2008/236

2.2 IddIdIdddddddddententententententententententenentententententtenente ttttifyifyifyifyifyifyifyifyfyfyffyfyfifyyyyy thh th th ththhth th ththt th ththhhthth th ththhe de de de de de de dee de de de dee dddddde dde de e ate, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the application area,
togtogtogtogtogtogtogtogtogtogtogtogtoootoooooo ethethetethhththhththhthhthhhhher er er er er er er er er er er eerer rerrr wwwwwitwwwwwwwww h its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

2.3.3.32 33.3.33.3.3.333.33.333 EvEv EvEv Ev Ev Ev EvEv Ev EvEvEEvEvEvalalalalllalaluaalaa ate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking colluvial/alluuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviaviavvivvv l llllllllllllllll
depd osits.

2.42.42 42.42.42.42.42.42.42.42.42.42.42.42 42 4444442 4 Es       tablish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strrtrtrrrrrateateateateateateeteateateateteeeeeteeataaa ggygygygygy,gygygygygygyygygggggggggg  dedededededeededededededeedeeeedeeeeeeeeealialalialialillllalialialialilalilalialililialiaa nnnnng nnnnnnnnn with 
preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables andandandandandandandandnandanandandandndandd oroo derderderderdererderdereederrereeeeeedeeee s os oss os oss s os os oss os oss f cff ost. 

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage'e'e'e'e'e'e''ee'e'e'eeeeeeeeee s r 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 followedr
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 criteriaaaa, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, i, , , s ssssssssss et out below.

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation
3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by aaaaareareareareareareareareareareaeareareareaaeaaae , ww, w, www, w, ww, wwwwhichichichichichichichichhichihichhichicccch ih ih ih ih ih ih ih ih ih ih ih ih iih ih ih ih iih ih is 2s s 2s 2s 2s 2s 2s 22s 2s 2s 22s 2s 2s 2s 2s 2s sss 000000m0000000000 2mm  of the total application area. These shall be 

positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear tretrererererererererererereerereenchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchnchncnchnchncnchheeeeeeseeeseeeeee  arararararararaaa e te te te te te te te e tteeee houhohohohhohohhoho ght to be the most appropriate sampling method.
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unlunlunlunlunlunlunlunlnlnlllnlunllnunlessessessessessessessessessessesessessssesssesssse  sp sp s sp sp sp s sp sp sppeciecicieciecieciecieciecicieciecieciiicecieciiiecialalalalalalalalalalalllalalll circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a 
minimum of c. 111m of trenching at 1.8m inn wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwidthdthdtdtdthdthdthdthdthdthdtdththt .   

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothhhhhhhhleslesleslesleslesleslesleslesleselelesleslesleeslesseselesseleslleslesl s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘s ‘‘‘s ‘sss s dididdditdididididididiididddd chiihihihihihihihihhih ng ng ng ngngngngngngng ngngngngnngngngggggg bubucbubububbubbububbubb ket’ at least 1.2m wide must be used. A scale plan showing thet
proposed locations of the trial tttttttrenrenrenrenrenenrenrenrenrenrennnnnenrennrennchechechechechechechechechchechechechchehhhess shshshshhhhhhshhhhhouloulouloulouloulouloulouloulloulloullloullououloulllouuoulo ldddddd bddddddddddddddd e included in the Written Scheme of Investigation and the detailed 
trench design must be approvedddddddddddedddd by by by by by bybyby by by by bybybybyybbyby SSS SSSSSSSSSSSCCACACACACACACACACACACACCACACAACAAAAACAS/CSS/CS/CS/CS/CS/CS/CS/S/CS/S/CS/CSS/ T before field work begins. 

3.3 The topsoil may be mechanicallylylylylylyly lyylylyy lylyyyyy 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 supervisios n 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 f
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 
archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeoloooooooooooooo gical deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must be established 
acrosssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss  th th thth thth th thththth ththhhtthhthhhe site. 

3.7 ArArArArArArArAArArArArArArArArrrchachachachachachachacchachachaachaaaaaeoeoleoleoleoleoleololeoleoleoleoeooleeeoleeeoeoo ogiogogoogogogogogogogogogogogogggo cal contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental remains. Best 
prararararararararararararaaaaactictictictictictictctictictictictctccctctictitc cecececccece cccccccccccc should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological deposits and provision nn nnnnnnnnn
shoshoshoshoshoshoshoshoshoshoshoshoshohoshohoshoshohooh ulduu  be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has been made for environmententententententententntentntnttnttntenttentententnnte alal al alalaaalalaal aalaa
aaaaaassaaaaaa essment of the site and must provide details of the sampling strategies for retrieving artefacts, biolooloolooloolooloololoolooloolooloolololooloologicgicggicgicgicgicgicgicgicgigigicgicgicgicgggggg al
remains (for palaeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sedimmententententententententententntentententnentnnnnn s as as as ass as as as as as asss nd/nd/nd/nd/ndnd/nd/d/nd/nd///d/d////d//d/d/d oror or or or or or ororororor oroooroooo
soils (for micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. AAdvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvivdvvidvidvdvdv ce ceceeecececeeceeee on onnon on on on onon on on onononoon thethethethethethethetheththethetheththeththhttttt  
appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be sought from J. Heathcote, English HeHHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHeHHeHeHeHeHHHH ritritritritritriritritrittrittrrititritr agagaageagagageagagagaaaaaaa  ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRRRegiogiogiogiogiogiogiogiogiogiogiogioigi nal 
Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling archahahaaaahaahaaaahaaahaaaaeoleoeoleoleoleoleoleoleoleoleoleoeoleoleoeeeoeeo ogiogiogiogioogiogiogioogiooogicalcalcalcalcalcalcalcalcalcacalcaalcalcac llllccal de d de de de ded d dede dddedddded posits 
(Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeological depopopopopopoppopopopopopopopopoositsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsitsisitsss ss fs fsssssssssss or rrrrrrrrrrrr orrrrrr envenvenvenvenvenveenvenvenvenvenvenvenveenveenvnve iroiii nmental 
analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

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

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.

7

Ipswich Road, Holbrook: Evaluation (HBK 042) Report No. 2008/236

3.9 MeMeMeMeMeMeMeMeMeMeMeMeeMeMetaltaltataltataltaltaltaltalatataaaaaaaaaaa  de dede dededededdd dededededeedd tecectectectectecectectectectectectectecteeceeeceeeetectece tttttortttttttttttttttttt  searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced metal detector 
usususeusususeusuusususuususuusussusu r.

3.13 1.1.1.1.1.1.1.111.11110 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A0 A00000 A0 0 A0 AAlll llll ll ll llll ll lll fififfififinfifif ds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed SCCAS/CT durururururururrrururruruu inginginginginginginginginginginginginginginingnggnn  
thet  course of the evaluation). 

3.13 13 13.13.13.13.13.13.13.13.13 13.13.13 13 1111113 11 H1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 111111111111 uman remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecratiiiiiiiiiiiiiiion on on on on on on on onon nononon onno are to totototototototototototototoootot  be be be bebe be be be be bebbebbebbbbbbbebebebe u
expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requiremeeeeeeeeeeent ntnt nt nt ntntntnt ntntntnnntnt ttnnttnntnttt of of of of of of of of oof ofof ofofoffofoo satsataatataatatatataata isfisfisfisfsfsfsfsfsfisfisfisfisfsfisfisfisfisfisfactacacaaaacacaaaacaaaaa ory 
evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply wititwitwitwwitwitwitwitwwith, hh, h, h, h, h, h, h, h, h, h, hh,hh thththetheththethehhththhthhettttt  pr pr pr pr pr pr pr pr pr prpr pr prpr prprpr prprrrppppp oviovovioviovioviovioviovioviovioviovioviviviovivov sssssssiosssss ns 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, deddeddededepdeddededdepdedddd ending 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, includingf

monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not less than five days written notice of r
the commencement of the work so that arrangements for monitototototootototototooooooooootoooriririnrinririrrrrir g the project can be made. 

4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff muust st st st ststst st tttsttststtssttstss bebebebebe bebebebebebebebebebebeebbbbbbbbbb detdetdetdetdedetetdetedetdetetetttttetttdette ailailailailailailailailailailaailaiaillailllllllaa ed ee and agreed by this office, including 
any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaand nd nd nd nd nd nd nd dndnd ndnd ndndndnd ototothoototototototottto er er er rer er er er erreereeeee stastastastastastastastastastastastatastasstststastas ffff ff likely to have a major responsibility for 
the post-excavation processing of this evaluation t t n tn tn t tn tn ttt tn therherherherherherherherherheeerherherhhhh e me me me me me me me me me mee me me mmmmmmustustustustustustustustustustustustsustustsususususususstts  al al al al alal alal alalalaaalaaaaa so s be a statement of their responsibilities or 
a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeeolooloolooloolooloolooloolooloolooloolooloolooloologicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicgicg cgicgiccgicgigicg al alal llal ll l lal ll alall sitsitsitsitsitsitsitsititsitssittites es es es es es eeseeeeee and publication record. 

4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responponponponponponponnponponponponponpop nppp sisibsibsibsibsibsibsisibsibsibsibbs iiliity tyty ty ty ty ty tyty tytyty ty tytyyyyy totototototototototootooooooo eeee enee ee sure that adequate resources are available to fulfill
the Brief. 

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must st st st st st st ststst stttsttttst bebe bebebe bebebebe be be bbebbebbbebbbb proproooooooooooop vidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidvidddddvidvidvidddvidv edededededed eedeedededededeeeeeeeee for this particular site. 

4.5 No initial survey to detect publububbbbbbubbbblbbbubbb ic icicic iciccicc cccc ccccii utiutiutiutiutiutiutiutiuutiutiutitiututuuuu litlitlitlitlitlitlitlitilitlililitlitlity or other services has taken place.  The responsibility for this rests 
with the archaeological contractotooootototoootoooorrrrr. rrrrrrrr

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 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 
shouldd beb  b  embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results are assessed and the need for further work is 
establblblblblblblblbblblblbllishishishishishishishishishishishishisshishhhishhed.

5.5 ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReporporporporrrporrrrrrrporrrrrrtsts ts sts ts ts ts tsttstststststttttstttst onononon on on onononononononononnnnoo specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assessment of potential 
fffffforffforffffffff  anananananananananaananaan ananana alalyalyalyalyalalalyalyaalaalllallala sis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-technical summaries.

5.65 65.65.65.65.65.665 65.65.65.65.65.65.65.655.6666 T TTT ThThThT ThThTThTTT e Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, includddddddingingingingingingingngingngngingngingingngingngngngngg an anananan an an aanananan a  
assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from palaeosols and cut features. Its coocococococococoooooocooonclnccnclnclnclnclnclncncncnclnclncnclncncn usususususuusiususususuusususuu onsonsonsonsonsonsonsnsonsonsnsonsonsnssonsnnnnsnsonnonnn  
must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the site, and the significficficficficficficficficficcficci ancancancancancancancancancancncancncncancn e oe oe oe oe oe oe oe oe oe oof tf ttf tf tf tf ttf tf tf tttf tff thathathathathathathahahatahathathahatatahaha  
potential in the context of the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeololoooloolooooo ogyogyogyogyogyogyogyogyogyogyogyogygyogygogyogyogyyogy, ,, , , , O, , ccaccaccaccacaccaccaccaccaccaccacaccacaccaccacaccc siosiosiosiosiosiosiosiosiosiosiosiosioiosi nanalnnnnnnnnnnann  
Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 The results of the surveys should be related to the relevant known archaeological infinfinfinfninfninfinfinfinfinfinininninnii ormormormormormormormormmmormormmmmmmmmmatiatiatiatiatiattatatiatatatiatiatatatataat ooonon ooonoooooooooooo held in the
County HER.

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

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: 3 December 2007              Reference: / IpswichRoad_Holbrook2007 

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

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required by a Planning 
Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of 
Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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5.9 ThThThThhThhThhhhhhThhhhe pe pe pe pe pe pe e pe pe e pe e pppe rojrorojrorojooooooooooojectectectectectectectectectctctectectectectectectcccctctce    m m m mam m m mmm nager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an event number 
forforforforforforforforforforforforfooofoooooo  thththth th ththththth ththhhhe we we we we we w we we we we w we we we wwe we wwwooooooorkoooooo . This number will be unique for each project or site and must be clearly marked on any 
docdocdocdocdocdococdocdocdocdoccdocdococcococcccocd umeumeumumeumeumeumeumumeumemeumeumeeummumuummmmmummmumu ntation relating to the work.

5 15.15.15.15.15.15.15.15.15.15.15.155.15.15.15.1.15.11110 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 F0 0 0 0 inds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of Conseeenseeeeeeeeeeervarvarvarvarvarvarvarvavarvarvarvarvarvarvrvarvavaatortortortortortotortortoortortottortottoto s s s s s
Guidelines.  The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be deposited with the Cououououoouououououooououoo ntyntyntyntyntyntyntyntyntyntyntntynttyntyn  HE HE HEHE HEEEEEEEEEEEEEER R R R R RRR RR R RRRRRRRR RRR
if the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is not possible for all or any partartartartartartartartrtartarartartartaaaaaaa t of of o o o ooof o o ooofoooo  thttttttttt e fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe fe ffe feeee indindindindinddindindndndindinddddndndddndnndnnndnds sssssssssss
archive, then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustraaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatiotiotiotiotiotiotiotiotiotiotiotiitiotiootiootion, n, n, n, n, n, n, n,n,n, nn,n,n, n,nnnnn anaanaanaaaaaaaaaalyslyslyslysyslyslysyslyslyslyslyslylyslyslyslyslyslyslyysisisis)is)isisisisissisississ  as 
appropriate.

5.11 The project manager should consult the County HER Officer regarding the requirementstssssssssssssssssssss fo fo fo fo fo fofo fo fofoffo fofofo fo fofofofor ttr tr tr tr tr tr tr tr tr tr tr tr he deposition
of the archive (conservation, ordering, organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of exeeeeeeeeeexeeeeeeeeeee cavated 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 importededededededededededededeeeeeeeeeed in      to 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 fffffffielelielielielelielielielelielielelieleeeeeldwodwodwodwodwodwodwodwodwowodwodwodwodwodwdwwwww rkrk rk rk k comcomcomcomcocomcomcomcocomcomcomcomcoccoo mences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiaaaaatedtedtedtedtedtedtedtedtedtedtedededteeeeet  an an an an anan anaanananaana d kd kd kd kd kd kd kd kd kd k kkd kd kd kkd kd kkd kd kd key ey ey ey ey eyey eeyeyyyey yey eyyyeyeeeee fields completed on Details, Location and
Creators forms. 

5.17 All parts of the OASIS online form must st st st st st stst st ststss bebebbebe be bebebebebebebeebebee comomomomomomomomomcommmmmommmmomommpppppppppppppppletletletleleletleletleteleletletlletll ed for submission to the County HER. This should 
include an uploaded .pdf version of of of of of ffof of fof ofofoffoof ooooooofo thethethethethethethethethethetheetthetttt  en en en en en enenenenenenenennnnnntirtirtirtirtirirtirtirtirtirtirtiritttttti e re re re re re re re re re re re ree reeeeeee eport (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: 3 December 2007              Reference: / IpswichRoad_Holbrook2007 

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

If fIf fIfIf If ff f fIffIfIf thethethethethethethethethetheethethethethethethethethethethetheehee wowowowowowowowowowowwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww rk rk rk rk rkrk rkrkrk rk rkrkkrkkkr dddddddddefddddd ined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required by a Plannninninninninninninninninninninninninninnininnininii ggggg gggggggggggggg
ConConCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCCCConCCCC ditdiditditditdittditdititittdititditittititttionioioioioioioioioioioooooioioooooo , the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Seeervirvivirvirvivirvirvirvirvivvvrvrvivrvicecece ce cececececececececcececeecece of offof of of ofof of oofof 
SufSufSufSufufufufSufufufufufufffuffuufufffufu folfolfolfolfolfolfolfofofolfofoloooooooooo kkkkkk Ckkkkkkkkk ounty Council, who have the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning Authorityyyyyyyityyyyyyyyyyy.... ..... 
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