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Summary
Woolverstone, St. Michaels Church (TM 1900 3858) Reordering works included the insertion 
of a new toilet facility into the base of the tower and the external excavation of service 
trenches and the insertion of a Trench Arch Drain.  Archaeological monitoring of the 
excavation works was undertaken by Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service Field 
Projects Team.  The excavations external and internal to the tower revealed a bonded flint and 
septaria footing that stepped out on both sides of the wall, presumably to spread the weight of 
the tower.  Removal of the existing patterned slate floor (Victorian) in the tower revealed a 
secondary floor surface of compacted mortar with flints and brick/tile fragments.  The 
subsequent removal of this floor revealed the underlying sandy soil, which included 
fragments of disarticulated human bone, probably from burials in the churchyard prior to the 
construction of the tower in the 15th century.  Five half bricks set in a circle close to the centre 
of the tower and sealed by the secondary floor surface had no obvious function.  The drainage 
trenches and soakaway external to the tower were not deep enough to disturb intact burials 
and further structural remains were not uncovered.      
(Stuart Boulter for SCCAS & Woolverstone Parochial Church Council; SCCAS Rpt. No. 
2008/238)
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Fig. 1  1:10,000 scale OS map extract showing the location of St. Michaels Church 

ARCHAAAAEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLOOOOOOOOOOOOOGGICAL MONITORING REPOOOOOOOOOOOORRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT 
SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT............. MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMICHAELS CHURCH, WOOLVERSTONNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE 

(HER Ref. WLV 023) 

A REPORT ON THE MONITORING OF GROUNDWORKRKKKKKKKKKKRKKKKKKKKKKKKRKKKKKKKKKKKKSSSSSSSSSS SSSSSS SSSS ASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASASSASAAASSAASAASSASSOSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS CIATED 
WITH THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW TOILET FAACICICICICICICICICICICIICCICICIIICCIICCCIIIIIICICICCCCILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILILIIILILILILLLLLLIILLLLILL TTTTYTTTTTTTTTTTTT  AND 

EXTERNAL SERVICE TRENCHES

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Report No. 2008/238 
(OASIS ID. suffolkc1-47173)

Summary
Woolverstone, St. Michaels Church (TM 1900 3858) Reorrorrrrrrrrrrrrrrrdedededededededededededededeededeeedeededededderirrrrrrrrrrrrringn  works included the insertion 
of a new toilet facility into the base of the tower and thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhe e eee e e e eee eeeeee eexexexexexeexeexexexexxxteteteteteteteteteeteteteeeteetteeeet rrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrrrr al excavation of service 
trenches and the insertion of a Trench Arch Drain.  AAAAA AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAArcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrccrcrcrrr hahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahaahahhaeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeological monitoring of the 
excavation works was undertaken by Suffolk CCououououououououuououououououoooououuuntntntntntnntntntntntntntnttttty y y y yy yyyy yyyyyy y y y yyyy yyy CoCoCoCoCoCCoCCCoCoCCCCCCCCCCCCC uncil’s Archaeological Service Field 
Projects Team.  The excavations external aandndndndndndnddndndndndddndndndndddnnddd iiiiii i iii iii iiiiiinnnnnnnnnnnnnnteteteeeteteeteeteeteteteeteternrnrnrnrnrnnrnrnrnrnrnnnr alal to the tower revealed a bonded flint and 
septaria footing that stepped out on bbbbbbototttototototototototototototoototoototottoo h hhhhhhhhhhhhhh sisisisiisisisisisisisisissisisissiiidededededededededededdededededddddees s s ss ss s sssssssss ofofofofoofofofofofoffofofofffofo  the wall, presumably to spread the weight of fffff
the tower.  Removal of the existinggg ggg g gg gggg gggggggg papapapapapapapapapapapaapapapapapapapapaapapapaaapapapaaaapapaaapp ttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttererererererererererererrererrrrrrrrneneeeneneeeneeeeeeeedddddddd ddddddddddd slate floor (Victorian) in the tower revealed a 
secondary floor surface of compactctctctctctctttctctctctctcttcttctcctctcttctttcttttttttedededededededededeedeededededededededdedededededdededddedeedeeedeeedd m mm mm mmm mm mmmm m m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmoroooooooororoorooooooo tar with flints and brick/tile fragments.  The 
subsequent removal of this floor reveveveveeveeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeealalalalalalalalalalalaalalalalalaalalalalalaalaalalallalallalledededededededededededededdededeeedeedededededddeedeedeee  the underlying sandy soil, which included 
fragments of disarticulated human bone, probably from burials in the churchyard prior to the 
construction of the tower in the 15th century.  Five half bricks set in a circle close to the centre 
of the tower and sealed by the secondary floor surface had no obvious function.  The drainage 
trenches and soakaway external to the tower were not deep enough to disturb intact burials 
and further structural remains were not uncovered.      
(Stuart Boulter for SCCAS & & & & & &&&&&&&&&& & &&& WoW olverstone Parochial Church Council; SCCAS Rpt. No. 
2008/238)

St. Michaels Church

0 10000 1000 1000 100 1000 1000 1000 1001000 1001000 1000 1000 1000 1001001000 200

mememmemetmetmetmetmetmetmememetmmeememeemeememmetrrrrresrrrrrr

© Crown Copyright.  All rights reserved.  Suffolk County ty ty y yy yyy yyyy yyyyyyyyy CouCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCouCCoCCCCCoCoCoCoCoCooooo ncincincincincincincincincincincincicicicccic l Lll Ll Ll Ll Ll Ll LLll Ll Ll Ll iceiceiceiceiceiceiceiceiceceiceecccccececcecciciciceccc ncencncncnncncncnnnnnnn  No. 100023395 2008 

Fig. 1  1:10,000 scale OS maaaaaaaaaamaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaap p p p p pppp p p p p pp p pp p ppp pppppp exexexexexxxxexxxxxexxexxxxe trtrtrtttttrtrrtrtrtttttttrrtrracacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaaaa tttt tttttttttt showing the location of St. Michaels Church 



1. Introduction 
St. Michaels Church lies to the east of the village in the grounds of Woolverstone Park (TM 
1900 3858) at the head of a shallow valley, at a height of c.30 metres OD, overlooking the 
estuary of the River Orwell, some 600 metres to the north (Fig. 1). 

The standing building is essentially Victorian, the result of three major reordering/rebuilding 
programmes during the 19th century, although retaining its 15th century medieval tower. 

Faculty consent covering proposals for a reordering, that included the insertion of a new toilet 
facility into the base of the tower, with external excavations including the insertion of a 
Trench Arch Drain and soakaway, were conditional on the provision for a programme of 
archaeological recording.  Diocesan Archaeological Advisor (Robert Carr) considered that 
monitoring of groundworks would enable an adequate record to be made of any exposed 
archaeological deposits (see Brief & Specification document appended to this report). 

Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service Field Team was subsequently 
commissioned by the project Architect (Ashley Courtney of Freeland Rees Roberts 
Architects) on behalf of their client (Woolverstone Parochial Church Council) to undertake 
the specified archaeological recording. 

2. Methodology
Six site visits were made while excavations were in progress.  Observations were recorded in 
note form.  A plan of the interior of the tower was drawn at a scale of 1:20 on plastic drafting 
film (digitised as Fig. 2.), with more general information recorded on smaller scale site plans. 
A full photographic record was made, both digital and monochrome prints.  

3. Results 
Site visits were made on the 29th April, 1st, 2nd, 6th, 9th of May and 1st July during which time 
the majority of the groundwork excavations were open and available for examination by the 
archaeologist. 

The purpose of the initial site visit was to be present when a small exploratory hole was 
excavated into the existing floor of the tower in the south-west corner, in an area where most 
damage was likely to occur during the building works.  This was seen as essentially an 
evaluation exercise. 

The extant floor of the tower comprised a checkerboard pattern of c.0.15 metres (6 inch) 
squares of thin cut pieces of roofing slate laid on edge with each successive square at right 
angles to the last (Plate 1), forming an alternating pattern.  A similar floor surface was present 
in the porch.  The floor was found to be 0.07 metres (3 inches) thick and was bedded on 
approximately 1 centimetre of mortar.  The slate was found to be very hard and not easily to 
break out and, as a consequence, it was decided to allow the contractors to remove the entire 
slate floor in the tower with regular monitoring visits from the archaeologist. 

The removal of the slate floor revealed a second surface comprising a mixture of brick 
fragments and flint pebbles in lime mortar which appeared to change in character close to the 
base of the walls (Plate 2).  Subsequently, the material close to the wall was found to be the 
stepped out footing of the tower wall itself. While relatively rough, this did seem to be a 
formal surface that could have functioned as a floor.  In addition, the existing plaster facing 
on the wall continued down to the stepped footing, which is further evidence that this lower 
level had at one time represented a functioning floor surface. 

2

1. Introduction 
St. Michaels Church liesesssssssssssss t tt tttttttt t ttt tt tttto oo oo ooo o ooo oooooooo ththththththththththththtthththththhhhhhhe e e e e eeeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeaeeeeeeeee st of the village in the grounds of Woolverstone Pararrrrrrrrrk kk kk kkk kk kkkkkkkk (T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(T(TTTT(T(T(( M M M MMMM M MMM MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM
1900 3858) at the headddadadadaddadadadadadaddaddddaadadd o oo   o  o oooooooofffff fffffff f f aaaa a aaaaa aa a aaa aaaa shshsshshshshshshshssssss allol w valley, at a height of c.30 metres OD, overlooooooooookikikikkikikkiikikikkiikikikikkikkkkikkiikkikikiikingngngngngngngngnngngnngngnngggg ttttttttttttttttttttttthehehhehehhehehehehehehhehehehhehehehheh  
estuary of the Rivvvvvvvvvvvvvvvererererererrererererrrrereerereer O O O O O O OO OOO OOOOOOOOOO OOOOrwrwrwrwrwwrwrwrwwrwrwrwrwrwrwrwwrwwrwrrwwrwwweleeeeeeeeeee l,l  some 600 metres to the north (Fig. 1). 

The stananananannannnannnannnannnannanaannananndididdddddd ngngngngngngngngngngnggngngngngngnngngnnngng bb bbb b bb b bbbbbbbbbbuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuuuiiuuuiuuuu ldldldldldldldldldldddlddldllldldlllddldl ini g is essentially Victorian, the result of three maaaajoojojoooojoojojoojojojojojoojooojojojojojojojojojj r rrrrrrrrrrrr rerererererererererrereererereerereereeorororororoororororoororordededededeededededeededdeeeededeededededeeededed iririrriririririrririririr ngn /rebuilding
progggggggggggggggrararrararararrrararararrarrrarrrrrarraammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm eseseseseeeeeeseeeeeeee  d ddd ddddddddddddddduuruuu ing the 19th century, although retaining its 15th cenenennnenennennnnnnnennenenennee tutututututututututututuutuuutuuutuutuuuuuuuttt ryryryryryryryryryryryrryryryryryrryrryrrryryyryryryr m m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmededededededededededededededededdeddeee iiiiiieval tower. 

Facultltltltltltlttlltltltlttttttttttty yy yyy y yy yyy yyy y yyy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyy cococcocococococococococococococococococococococoococoococooocoococococonnnnsnnnnn ent covering proposals for a reordering, that included thththththhththththththhthththhththhththththhhthththhhhhheeeeeee e e eeeeeeee ee e eeee eeeeeeeeeeeee inininininininininininiiininininininiiniininininiininiininininninnnsertion of a new toilet 
facility into the base of the tower, with external excavations including the insertion of a 
Trench Arch Drain and soakaway, were conditional on the provision for a programme of 
archaeological recording.  Diocesan Archaeological Advisor (Robert Carr) considered that 
monitoring of groundworks would enable an adequate record to be made of any exposed 
archaeological deposits (see Brief & Specification document appended to this report). 

Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Service Field TeeeeeeTeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeamamamamamamamamamaamaaaamamaaamamamaaaa  ww as subsequently
commissioned by the project Architect (Ashley Courtnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnneyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyyeeyeyeyyeyey oo o o o o o oooof f fff f ff fff f fff ff f fff FrFFrFrFFrFrFrFFrFFrFrFrFFFF eeland Rees Roberts 
Architects) on behalf of their client (Woolverstone PPP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPararaararararararaaaaraaaaaraaaaaaa ococococococococcococococcoooochihihihihihihihihihihihhiiihihihiiihhhhhhhhhh aal Church Council) to undertake 
the specified archaeological recording.

2. Methodology
Six site visits were made while excacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaccaccaaaaaavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavaavavavaavavavavavaavaaavavaavavvvavvaatitititititititititititititiiiiitiononononononononononoonononnnnns ssssssssss wew re in progress.  Observations were recorded in 
note form.  A plan of the interior oooooooff ffffffffff f fffffffffffffffffffffff ththththththhhththththththttththhthhhhthhhhhhhhhhhhhhe e eeee eeee e ee eee eeee eeeeeeee tototototototototototototototototottttootototoooootttottttooower was drawn at a scale of 1:20 on plastic drafting 
film (digitised as Fig. 2.), with more ggggggggggggggggggggggggggeneneneneeeneneneneneneneneneneneneneenneneneneneennennene eral information recorded on smaller scale site plans. 
A full photographic record was made, both digital and monochrome prints.  

3. Results 
Site visits were made on the 29th April, 1st, 2nd, 6th, 9th of May and 1st July during which time t

the majority of the groundwork excavations were open and available for examination by the
archaeologist. 

The purpose of the iiniiniininiiiininininininiininiiinititititititittitttttitttititt alalalalalalalalalalalll sss s s ss ss sssssssssssitititititititititititiiitiiitiiiiiii ee visit was to be present when a small exploratory holeleleleeleeleeeeleleleeeleeeeelelel  w w w w w w ww w ww w w wwwasasasasasasasasasasasasasasssasssssasasassssaas 
excavated into theheeheeheeeeeheeeeeeeheeeehehehehe e ee e e e ee eee eeeeexixixixixixixixixixiixiiixixixiiistststststststststststststttttttststtstsss inininininininininininiinninniiiinni g floor of the tower in the south-west corner, in an arrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaea w w w w w www w wwwwwwwwwwwheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheeheeeherrerrrrrrrer  most 
damage was lllllllllllikikikkkikikkikikkkikkkkikkkkkkikeleleleleleleleeeeeeeleeeee y y y y yyyy yy y y yyyyy yyy totototototototototottottotototootoooototo oooo ooooccur during the building works.  This was seen as eeeeeeeeesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss enenenenenenenenenneneneneeneeee tititititititititititiiiiiiiiittialalaalalalalalaalalalaalaalalaaaa lylylylylylylylylyllllylylylly an
evaluatititiititiitiitiiiititiittiit onnnonnnonononnnnon ee e e e eee eee eeeexexexexexexexexexexxexxxxexxxx rcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrrcisisisisisisisiisisisiisisisisisssssssii e. 

The eee e e eeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeee exexexexexexexexexexexeexeexeexxxexexexexeeeeeee tatatatatatatatatatatatatatatttaataaaaaaaaaatt ntntntntntntnntntnntntntntntntntnnntnntnt  f loor of the tower comprised a checkerboard pattern oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooof f f f f f ff fffff f f f ffffffffff f ff fff cccccccccccccccccccccccccc.0.0.0.0.0.00.0.0.0.0000.0.0.000.00.0.0.0.0000.1.1.1.1.1.1.11.11.1.1.1.1..1.11.1.11.1.1.155555 55555555555 metres (6 inch) 
squarerererererererererererererereereeerererererreeeeeeeeees s ss s s sss ss sssssss ssssssss ofofofofofooofofofffofofofofofoofofofofofofofofofofofofoffoofooffoooofoo  thin cut pieces of roofing slate laid on edge with each sucucucucucucucucucucucucucucccuccucucuccucuccucucuccucuuu cecececececececececececececececececececeecececececececececececeeceeccesssssssssssssssssssssss ive square at right d
angles to the last (Plate 1), forming an alternating pattern.  A similar floor surface was present 
in the porch.  The floor was found to be 0.07 metres (3 inches) thick and was bedded on 
approximately 1 centimetre of mortar.  The slate was found to be very hard and not easily to
break out and, as a consequence, it was decided to allow the contractors to remove the entire 
slate floor in the tower with regular monitoring visits from the archaeologist. 

The removal of the slate floor revealed a second surfaceeeeeee c c c c cc cccccc cc ccccomomomomomomomomomommmomomomomooomooomo prprprprprprprprprprprrprprppprrprrpppppp isisisisisisisisisiiiiiisiiiiiisi ing a mixture of brick 
fragments and flint pebbles in lime mortar which apppepepepepepeeepepeepeepepepeeeeeeepeppp araaaaaaraaaaaaaaaaa ededededededededededededededddddddddddddd tttttt tttttttttttttttttttttto ooooooooo change in character close to the 
base of the walls (Plate 2).  Subsequently, the maaaaaaaaaateeteeeeeeteteteeteteteteteteteeeteteteeririririririririririririrrirrririririiirr alalalaalalalalalalalalalllll c cc c c c cc cccccccccccccccclololololololollollololl se to the wall was found to be the 
stepped out footing of the tower wall itself. WhWhWhWhWhhWhWhWhWhWhWhWhWhhWhWhhhWhhhWWhWW ililililililiiiliiiiiii e eee ee e eee rrerererererererererereererrereeerer lalalalalalalalalalalallalllaall tively rough, this did seem to be a 
formal surface that could have functioneneeneeeneeeeneneneneeeeneneeneened asasasasasasasasasassaasasaaaasaaaasaass aa a aa aa a a aaaaaa fff f fffffffffffffffffffflolololololololololololololooololooooooooorooooooo .  In addition, the existing plaster facing
on the wall continued down to the sttttttttttepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepeppeppppppppepepepepepepeppepepepepppppepepppepppeppepppppeppp d dd dd d dddddddddd dddddd fofofoffoooooooooooooootototototototototootoottooooooo iiiiiiiiing, which is further evidence that this lower 
level had at one time represented a fufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufufffufufuuuf ncncncncncncncncncnncncncncncncnccncncncncncnnnncnnctititititiiitiiiittitiitiititiititiiiionononononooononoonooooooonoooononoo ing floor surface. 



After photographic recording, the contractors removed the central material abutting the 
stepped footing, revealing its 15 centimetres thickness (Plate 3).  Beneath this layer, brown 
silty sand was encountered with occasional disarticulated human skeletal material, probably 
from burials predating the construction of the tower in the 15th century.

The stepped out footing, comprising flints and septaria set in lime mortar, was recorded 
running around the base of the southern, western and northern walls.  The width of the step 
out varied between 0.45 metres in the north-west corner down to only 0.15 metres at the 
eastern end of the south wall (Fig. 2; Plate 4).  At the eastern end of both the north and south 
walls the step out had been truncated by a north south aligned red-brick wall that formed the 
step down into the nave.  A test excavation into the stepped footing in the south-west corner 
revealed that the solid bonded wall footing continued down for a distance of 0.60 metres.           

On the north side of the tower the threshold of the existing doorway was revealed comprising 
a single slab of crumbling Purbeck Marble (Plate 5). 

An unusual feature was revealed towards the centre of the tower area after the removal of the 
secondary floor surface (Fig. 2; Plates 4 & 6). Five white-coloured half bricks had been set 
into the earth below the secondary floor around a circular area, c.0.25 metres in diameter, 
which included chalk and mortar inclusions.  The bricks sloped in slightly towards the 
circular area.  The function of this feature was unclear. 
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Fig. 2  1:25 scale plan of the interior of the tower 
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Plate 1  Representative area of extant tower floor Plate 2 Junction between stepped tower wall footing 
(top) & secondary floor level (bottom) 

Plate 3 Junction between tower footing (left) & 
secondary floor (right)  
level (right) & underlying cemetery soil  

Plate 4 Stepped out tower footing from the east  

Plate 5 Purbeck marble step Plate 6 Detail of central brick feature 

Plate 1  Representative area of extant tower floor Plate 2 Juncn tion between stepped tower wall footing 
(topopopopopopopopopopopopppopopopopopop) ))))))))))))) & secondary floor level (bottom) 
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In one of the monitoring visits a 2.00 metres by 1.10 metres area had been excavated against 
the external west wall of the tower (Fig. 3; Plates 7 & 8).  At a depth of 0.38 metres, the 
bonded flint and septaria footing of the tower wall was encountered, stepping out for 0.40 
metres from the vertical face, at a point 0.45 metres below the tower plinth.  The step 
increased to 0.50 metres wide as it approached the towers diagonal south west buttress.  The 
removed overburden comprised c.0.20 metres of turf and topsoil overlying a further c.0.38
metres of mixed sandy soil with included building debris and mortar.  Another visit was made 
after the contractors had excavated down to the west of and adjacent to the external tower 
footing.  Disarticulated human skeletal material was recorded.

Plate 6 Stepped out external footing 

Plate 7 Stepped out external footing & overburden

Plate 8 Soakaway south of tower 

A final site visit was made to monitor the 
excavation of a soakaway and associated 
drain run south of the tower (Fig. 3; Plate 8). 

The dog-legged drain run was excavated to a 
depth of c.0.50 metres deep.  Disarticulated 
leg-bone fragments were recovered from the 
upcast spoil.  The c.0.80 metre square 
soakaway was excavated to a depth of 1.70 
metres.  Fragments of a skull were recorded at 
a depth of c.1.00 metre.  No intact burials 
were encountered within the excavations.  
Subsequently, all of the disarticulated skeletal 
material was re-buried on the site. 

The archaeologists were not informed when the Trench Arch Drain was being excavated and 
this process was not subject to archaeological monitoring.    
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Fig. 3  1:125 scale OS map extract showing the location of the external excavations 

4. Interpretation

The archaeological monitoring of the excavations revealed features associated with the 
structure of the medieval tower and the later, essentially Victorian refurbishments. 

Both the internal and external stepped footing of the medieval tower was exposed, revealing 
that it was c.0.80 metres wider than the base of the wall at ground level.  The purpose of this 
footing was almost certainly to spread the weight of the tower over a larger surface area.  The 
internal tower excavations revealed two floor surfaces, both of which are post-medieval in 
date.  An enigmatic feature comprising five half bricks surrounding a pad-like area of chalk 
and mortar was recorded almost central to the tower.  The bricks themselves were in a white 
fabric, were clearly handmade and of a type often used for floors in the 18th/19th century.
Given that the brick feature was sealed by the secondary floor level, then it follows that the 
floor must post-date the feature.  The upper floor surface constructed from roofing slate was 
the same as that in the porch.  Both floor levels must be considered to be associated with the 
extensive rebuilding and refurbishments undertaken during the 19th century. 

While disarticulate bone was recovered both internal to the tower and in the external 
excavations, no intact burials were encountered.  The disturbed human skeletal material 
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recovered internal to the tower almost certainly belong to medieval burials interred in the 
churchyard, in the area later occupied by the tower, which was constructed in the 15th century.

5. Conclusion 

The implication of a programme of archaeological monitoring was a mitigation process 
designed to preserve, by record, archaeological deposits/features that would be destroyed 
during the reordering works. During the monitoring it became clear that damage to the 
medieval fabric of the tower would be limited to a hole, below ground level, through its west 
wall.  The material removed from within the body of the tower was all thought to relate to the 
major Victorian rebuilding and refurbishment and, as such, was of relatively low 
archaeological importance.  Other than the towers external stepped footing, no other structural 
evidence was revealed in the exterior excavations and the disarticulated bone did not merit 
further study and was reburied on site.

Stuart Boulter
Senior Project Officer 
Field Projects Team 
Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 

August 2008 
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S U F F O L K  C O U N T Y  C O U N C I L  
A R C H A E O L O G I C A L  S E R V I C E  -  C O N S E R V A T I O N  T E A M  

Brief and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation 

CHURCH OF ST MICHAEL, WOOLVERSTONE 

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety and 
other responsibilities, see paragraphs 1.7 & 1.8. 

This is the brief for the first part of a programme of archaeological work. There is 
likely to be a requirement for additional work, this will be the subject of another 

brief.

1. Background

1.1 Faculty consent is being sought for WC facilities in the church.  As part of this development a cesspool 
is being planned for insertion into the churchyard.  In addition a new soakaway is required. 

1.2 In order to understand the full archaeological implications of these proposals the church has been 
advised to undertake an archaeological evaluation. 

1.3 The areas for excavation lie within the historic boundaries of the churchyard close to the medieval 
church.  Any excavation will affect burials.  The intention of the evaluation is to establish the presence 
and estimated number of burials likely to be affected in order that suitable mitigation may be arranged 
and costs estimated. 

1.4 The minimum size of the pit for the cesspool tank will be c.4.6m x 3.0m and c.4m deep.  The soakaway 
will be c.2m in diameter. 

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 Work on this project should follow advice given in 'Guidance for best practice for treatment of human 
remains excavated from Christian Burial Grounds', Church of England and English Heritage 2005, 
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 Project Design or 
Written Scheme of Investigation (PD/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 PD/WSI as satisfactory. The PD/WSI will provide the basis for measurable 
standards.

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 this office before execution. 

1.9 The responsibility for identifying any restraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monument status, Listed 
Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife sites &c.) rests 
with the commissioning body and its archaeological contractor. The existence and content of the 
archaeological brief does not over-ride such restraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 
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BrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBBrrBrBrBrieieieieieieieieieieieeieeeffffff fffffff fffffff and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation 

CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHURCH OF ST MICHAEL, WOOLVERSTONNNNEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE 

Thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmiiiiiiiiiiissioning body should be aware that it may hhaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaavvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee  HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaaaaaaaallllllltth & Safety and 
other responsibilities, see paragraphs 1.77777777777777777777777777777777  &&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&  111111111111111111111111111111..8. 

This is the brief for the first part of a programme of archaeological work. There is 
likely to be a requirement for additional work, this will be the subject of another 

brief.

1. Background

1.1 Faculty consent is being sought for WC facilities in the chuhurccrcrcrccrcrcrcrcrrccrcrcrrrrcch.h.h.h.h.h.h.h.h.h.hhhh.hhhhhhhhhh    AsA  part of this development a cesspool 
is being planned for insertion into the churchyard.  In adddddddididididididdidididdiddddditiitiitititititititititititittttttitttt oooononooooooo  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa nn n n n n nnnnnnneeeeweee  soakaway is required. 

1.2 In order to understand the full archaeological iimpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmmpppppppllilililililililliillll cacacacaaacaacacaacaacaacacacaaccccccaatititititititttiititiitiioons of these proposals the church has been 
advised to undertake an archaeological evaluatatatatatatatttattata ioioioioioioioioooioiiii nn.nnnnnnnnn.nnnnn  

1.3 The areas for excavation lie withinnininnnnnnnnininnnnnnninnin t tt tttt t t t t t tttheheeeeeeeeeeeeee h h h h h hhh hhhhhh hhhhhisisisisisisisisisissstotototototototottotototootooototttt riririririririririririririrrir cc cccc boundaries of the churchyard close to the medieval 
church.  Any excavation will afffffffffffffffffffeeeeeeecececeeeeeeee ttttttttttt tt tt tt tt bububububububbbubbbbbubbbbbbubbbbbbbbbbbub riririririrrririirrrirriririririiiialls.s.s.s.s.s.ssssss   TTThTTT e intention of the evaluation is to establish the presence
and estimated number of burials sssssss sssssss s ssssssss lilililililililililliliilililililililiiililliliil kekekekekekekekkekekeeekkkkekekeeeekkkekkelylylylylyyylyylylylylyyylylyyyyyyyyyy t t ttt   t t tttoooo oooooooooo be affected in order that suitable mitigation may be arranged
and costs estimated. 

1.4 The minimum size of the pit for the cesspool tank will be c.4.6m x 3.0m and c.4m deep.  The soakaway 
will be c.2m in diameter. 

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 Work on this project sssssssssssssshohohohohohohohohohohhohohooohohohohooululululululululuuululululu d dd d d d d ddddd d d d ddddd foffffff llow advice given in 'Guidance for best practice for treatmennt ofofofoffofofofofoffofofofofoffoffofofofffofff hh h hh hhhhhhumumumumumumumumummumumumumumumumumumumummuu aaaaanaaaaaaaaaaaa  
remains excavated d d ddddddd frfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfffrfrfrfrfrff omomomomomomommomoommmmmmmmm C C CCCCCCCC C CC CCCChhhhhrhhh istian Burial Grounds', Church of England and English Heeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeriririririririririiriiitatatatatatatatatatatatatatttatatttt gegegeegegeegegegegegegegeeegeegegegggggg  22 2 222222222222200000000 5, 
detailed standararararrrararrrrrrarrrrrraara dsdsddsdsdsddsdsdssdsdsdsdsddddsdssdssss,,, ,,,, inninininininininininniinnnfofofofofofofofofoffffofofofofofofofofoff rmrrrr ation and advice to supplement this brief are to be found d ininnininnininninninnnniiin StStStStStStStStStSStSSttSSSSSSSSSS anananananananaananaanaanaana dadadadadadaddadadadadaddddddadddddddd rds for 
Field Archaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeeaaeaeaeaaaaeaaeeaeeaeaeeeololololololololololololollooo ogogogogogogoggogoggogggogogogoggggggggy y y yyy y y yyy yy yyy yy yyy ininininininininiiininininii  the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Paapepepepppepepepeppeepepepppeeepepeppppp rsrsrrrsrssrsrrrsrsrrrrrr  1 111 1 1111111111114,4,4,4,4,4,4,4444,44,444,44  222222222222222222000 3. dd

1.7 In aaaaaaaaaaaaccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccororoorororororrooorooro dadadadadadadadadaddadadaadaaadancnncncncncnnncncncncncnncncncncncncccnccce with the standards and guidance produced by the Institututttttttttte e ofofofofofofffofofofofofffffof FFFFFFFF FFFFFFFFieieieieiieieieieiieiieeeeeeldlddlddlddldldddldlddddldldlddlld A AAA A A AAAAA AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAArchaeologists this 
brrbrrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrrrbrrieieeeieeeieeeffff fffffffffffffff shshshshshhshhhhhhshhshshshhhhsshs ououououououoouuouuououuuouuuoo llldllllll  not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution nn ofofoofofofofffofofofofofffofofooooooooo tt tttttttttttheheehheheheheheheeheheeeheeheeeheh  pp p p ppppp p  rorororororororororooooooojejejejjejejejejejejejejejejectctctcttcctctctctcctc . A Project Design or ffff
WrWWWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWWWrWrWWWrWWWWWWWWW itititiititiitiitiiititiiittttteeeeeeeeeeeeen Scheme of Investigation (PD/WSI) based upon this brieieieieieieieiieieieiieieieeiieeeeeffff fff f fff f f fffffff anananananananananananananananaananananaaannannanananaanna dd ddddd dddddddddddddddd thththhthhhththththtthttttttttttt eeee e accompanying outline 
spspspspspspspspspsppspspspsppspsspspspppspspppppsppececeecececeececeecececeeecceeeeee ification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirementntntntntntntntntntntntntnntntnttnttntntntntntntttn . ThThThThThThThThThThThTThThThThThThThThThTThThhThTThTThhTTThThThhisisisisisisisisisiisisiisisisissiisisisiisisisssss m   ust be submitted by the 
dedededededededededededeeededdedededededddeddedededdedeededdeeddddeddd vevvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv lopers, or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeollllllogogogogogogogogogooggogogogogogogoogogoogoogogggicicicicicicicicicicicicicicicicicciciciiciciciccicciciciiciccalalaaalaalalalalaalaaaaaalallaaaaaaaaaa  Sem rvice 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 archaeolff ogical contractor as suitable to 
undertake the work, and the PD/WSI as satisfactory. The PD/WSI will provide the basis for measurable 
standards.

1.8 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the respopp nsibility of the developer to provide 
the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land ddd ddd rerererererererereererererrereeeepopop rt for the site or a written statement 
that there is no contamination. The developer should be aaaaaaaaaaaawawawawawawawawawawawaaawawawwawwaaawaww rerererrererrrerrerererrereeeeee t t tttttttttttttttttthahahahhhhahahhhahhahhahahhhhahh t investigative sampling to test for 
contamination is likely to have an impact on any aarcccchahahahaahahahahahahahahhhah eoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeoeeollollololololollololoolloogigigigigigigigigigigigggigiigigigiiggggggggggg cccaccacccc l deposit which exists; proposals for 
sampling should be discussed with this office before eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeexexexexexexexexexxxexeeeexex cucucucucucucucucucuccucucuccccuccccuutitiitititiititttit ononononooonoooooooooooooo .

1.9 The responsibility for identifying any restraiiiintntntntntnttnttntntntnnntntnntnttnn s s s s s s sss sssssssssss onononononoonoooononono   fififififififififififfifififfffiffffffffieleleeleleleleleleleleeeeee dddd-dddddddddd work (e.g. Scheduled Monument status, Listed 
Building status, public utilities or othererrerrrrrrrererererrrrrerrrre  s  erererrrrrrrrrrrrrrrvivivivivivivivivivivivivvvvvivvvvvviivvicecececccececececccccc s,ss,s,s,ssss,sss,s,s,s,s,s,sss,ss, ttttt t t t t tt ttttttttrrerererererererererrrerreer e preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife sites &c.) rests 
with the commissioning body annnnnnnndddddddddddd ddd ddd d ddd ititittititittitittitiittitittitttittts s s s sssss araaaaaaaaaaaaaaa chchchchchchchchchchchchhhhhhchchhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaeeaaa oolo ogical contractor. The existence and content of the 
archaeological brief does not overrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r-r--rr-r-rrr-r-rrridididididididididididididdidiiidiididiiiiiiideeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s ssss ssuuucucucucuucuucuuuucu h hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh restraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 



2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

2.1 Establish the depth and extent of the highest articulated remains and attempt to establish the depth and 
extent of the burial deposit. 

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

2.3 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. 

2.4 The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of 
Suffolk County Council (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. 

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

3. Specification:   Field Evaluation

3.1 Two trial trenches should be dug within the areas defined for the cesspool and soakaway.  The cesspool 
trench should cover the entire projected plan area.  The soakaway trench should be c. 2m x 2m. 

3.2 It is not intended that articulated remains will be disturbed or exhumed at this stage  Provision for post 
excavation preparation and analysis of human remains is not required at this stage.  Disarticulated, 
broken and disturbed skeletal material is to be carefully collected and re-interred within the trial trench 
when this is backfilled. 

3.3 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 further excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature 
of the deposit. 

3.4 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. 

3.5 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. 

3.6 The excavator should be aware of, and comply with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 
1857.  “Guidance for best practice for treatment of human remains excavated from Christian burial 
grounds in England” English Heritage and the Church of England 2005 provides advice and defines a 
level of practice which should be followed whatever the likely belief of the buried individuals. 

3.7 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.  Any variations from this must be agreed with the Conservation Team. 

3.8 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs and 
colour transparencies. 

3.9 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow sequential 
backfilling of excavations. 
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2. Brief for the Archaeologgggggggggggggiciciciciccicicicciciciiiciiiicicccala  Evaluation

2.1 Establish the depth h ananananananannnnannnnnnnnanaannnna d ddddddddddddd exexexexexexexexexexexeeexeeeeexee tetetetetetettetettet nt of the highest articulated remains and attempt to establish thehhheeehehehheheehhhhh d d d d d d d ddddddddddepeepepepepepepppepepepeppepppppppppththththththththththththttthththtththtttth and 
extent of the buuuuuririririririiriiriiririiriririrrrrrrialalalalalalalalalalalalalalalaalalalala  d d dd d d d dd ddddddddddepepepepepepepepepepepppeppppososososooosososooooso iti . 

2.2 Provide eee eeee sususususususussuusussususuusuusuuuuuuuufffffffffffffffffffffffiiccccccciccicccccciicieieieieieieieieieieieieeeeeeeieeeeeeiennntnnnnnnnnn  information to construct an archaeological conservaaatitititittttttttttttt onononononononononooonooooooooonoonno  s s ss s ss strrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrtrtrtrtttrratattatatataatattataatatatatattattaaaa eeeeeeeeeegeeeeee y, dealing 
withhhhhhhh p p p ppp ppp p ppppppppppprerererrrerererererereererererererer seseseseseseseseseseseseeseseessservrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvrvrvrvvrvrvvvvrrrvrrvaaataaaataa ion, the recording of archaeological deposits, workinggngnggngngngngngnggngggggggg ppppppppppppppppprarararaaraarararararaaraararaararaarrractctctctctctctctctcttctcttctcc icicicicccicicicccccccccccccccceseseseseseseseseseeseesseseeseseseseesesss, timetables and 
orororrrrororrrrrorrrrrrdededeedededededeeededededeedddddddddd rsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsssssssssssssss o ooooooooooooooooooooofff f fffffffffffff cost.

2.3 ThThThThThThTThThThThThThThThThThThThTThThTThThTThThThThTThhThThTThThThTTTThThhisisisisisiisisisisisisisissisisiiiiisisii  project will be carried through in a manner broadly cononononnnnnonononnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnsiisisisissisisisisisiissisiisissiststststststsstststsstststtststststststtsttstsssststeneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneenenenenennnennenntt t tttttt tttt t tttttt with English Heritage's 
MaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMMMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMMaMaMaMaMMaMManannnnnnnnn gement of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages wiillllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll fff ffffffffffffffffffffffffffololololooolololololololololololololololololololololoolooolooolooooo lololllollollolollolololollolololllolololllll w 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.

2.4 The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation n Team of the Archaeological Service of 
Suffolk County Council (address as above) five working daysysysysssysysysysysysysysysysssssss nn n nnnnn nnnnnnnotice of the commencement of ground 
works on the site, in order that the work of the archaeologigigigiigiiiiigigigiigggggg caacacacacacacacacacacacacaacaccacallll l lllllllllllllll cocococoococococoococococoocococcc tntntntntntntnttntnnntnntnttttnntnnn ractor may be monitored. 

2.5 An outline specification, which defines certain mininiiiniiniiiiimumumumumumumumumumumuuumumumumummumumumummmmmum mm m m mmmm m m mmm mmmmmmm crcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrrcccrc itiiitititititititi erria, is set out below. 

3. Specification:   Field Evaluation

3.1 Two trial trenches should be duggggggggggggggg w wwww wwwwwwwwwwww wwwitititititttttitittiitititithihihihihihihihiihihihihihihihiihhhhhhh nnn nnnnnnnnnnnnnn thththththththththththhhthhhe e e e e e eeee eeee eeeee ararararararararaaraaareae s defined for the cesspool and soakaway.  The cesspool 
trench should cover the entire prorororororororororororororoorororooroooojejejjeejejejejeejejejejejejejejejejjejeejjjjejjjj ctctctctctctctctctctttctctctctctctctcttcttcctctc edededededededededdddeedeededddddddd p p pp pppp pppp p pppppllan area.  The soakaway trench should be c. 2m x 2m. 

3.2 It is not intended that articulated reeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeemamamamamamamamamamamamamamamamamamammmmmaamamammmmammmaam inininiiinininininininiinininininiiininiinni s will be disturbed or exhumed at this stage  Provision for post 
excavation preparation and analysis of human remains is not required at this stage.  Disarticulated, 
broken and disturbed skeletal material is to be carefully collected and re-interred within the trial trench
when this is backfilled. 

3.3 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 willllllll n  n n not be a loss of evidence by using a machine.   The decision as to the prprprprprrrrrrrrrprrprrpp opoooooooooo er 
method of further excaaaaaavavavavavavavavavavavavvavvavavavvvav titititititititititittititittt ononononononononoooono  will be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to theheheheheheeheheheheeheeeheeeehe n n nn n n n nnn nn nnnatatataatatatatatttururuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu e 
of the deposit.

3.4 In all evaluuuatatatatatatatatattatatatataaaaaaaaaaaa ioioioioioioioioioiooioioiioiooonnn nnnnnnnnnn n exexexexexexexexxexexexexexexexxxxxxxxxe caccacaccacaccacacacccacaccacccc vation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ddddddddddddd dddddisisisisisisisisisisisisisisisisisiiii tututututututtututututuuuutuuuurbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbbrbbrbrbbbrbbbbrbanaaaaaaaaaana ce to the 
site consisiisiiisisisisisiiisiisssss stststststststststststsssstststs enenennenenenennent tt tt t t tt t t wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiwwwiwwwiwiwww tthtthtttthttt  adequate evaluation;  that significant archaeological featuresssssssssssssssssss,, , ,,, ,,,,, e.eeee.e.eeeeeeeee g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.ggggggg  ss s s s s ss ss s ss sololololololololoolooooooooooooooo idid or bonded tt
structtttttttttttturururururururururururururururuurururalalalalalalalalalalallaaa  rr r rrrrrrrrrrrememememememememememememememmemememememeeeemme aiaaa ns, building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact eveven n n n nn n n nnnnnnnnnn ifififififififififififffiifiififffiffifff ffffffff ffff lililililiilillllilllililllillsllslsslsllslslslslslsslslslslslslsslssssssss aaaaaa aaaaaaaare sampled. 

3.5 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThhThThThThThThhT ereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e ee e e e e ee eee mmmummmmm st be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for theheheeheehehehehehehehehhh  p p p p pp p p p ppp ppp ppp p p ppppppppppperererereererererererereereerererrerereereererrerere ioioioioioioioioioioioioioioioioiii d,dddddddddddddddddddd  dddddddddddddddddddddddepth and nature of any 
ararararararararrarrarrarararararrararaararara chchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchcccccc aeological deposit.  The depth and nature of colluvial or other mamamamamammamamamamamamaamamaamaamamaaamaamamm sksksksksksksksksskskskskskskskskskskskskskskskskskkskskkkskkininininininnininiinininiiniinininininininnnninng g g gggggg g g g g g g ggg ggg gg gggggggg ddddeddddddddddddd posits must be established uu
acacacacacacacacacacaacacacaccacacaaccaacccacccccacacaca rrororrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ss the site. 

3.6 The excavator should be aware of, and comply with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 
1857.  “Guidance for best practice for treatment of human remains excavated from Christian burial 
grounds in England” English Heritage and the Church of England 2005 provides advice and defines a 
level of practice which should be followed whatever the likely belief of the buried individuals. 

3.7 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be draaaaaaaaaaaaaaaawwnwwwwwwwwwwwwww  at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on the 
complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be draaararararararararaaaaraaaaar wnwwnwwwnwnwnwnwwwwwwwnwnwwnwwwww  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaat tt ttttt t t tt t t tttttt ttt 1:10 or 1:20 again depending on the 
complexity to be recorded.  Any variations from this mustt t t t tt t t t bbbebebebebebebebbbebebebbbebebeeeebebbbbe a aaaaaaaaaaaagrgrgrgrgrggrgrggrgrgggrgrgggg eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee d d with the Conservation Team. 

3.8 A photographic record of the work is to be madddddddddddddaddde,e,e,e,e,e,ee,eeee,e,e,eee,ee,e,, ccccc c cc ccccc cconononononononnononononononooonnononnonno sisisisisisisisisisiiisiiisissisisistsstsss ing of both monochrome photographs and 
colour transparencies. 

3.9 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeologicaaaaalll ll ll l ll lll ll lll dddedededddeddddddedd popopopopopoopopopoppopopppppoposisisisisisisisiiissisisisssit t tt tttttttttt tt tototototototototototoototootttotoo bbbbbbbbbbbbbbe kept separate during excavation to allow sequential 
backfilling of excavations. 



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 the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service. 

4.2 The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to include any subcontractors). 

4.3 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment and management 
strategy for this particular site. 

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

4.5 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-based 
Assessments and for Field Evaluations 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 data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and approved by, the 
County Sites and Monuments Record. 

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. 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 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 
SMR 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. 

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

5. 9 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 the Conservation Team, by the end of the calendar year in 
which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

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

5.11 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. 
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4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for alll l ststststststststststststttttttttttsss agagagagagagagagagagagagagagagggggeseseseseseseseseseseseeeseeeeese o ooof f the project must be agreed before the first stage of work cccccccccccccomomomomomomommmmomommmomomoooo memememememememememeeeeememememmemm ncnnnncnncncncnnnn es,
including monitotooototooootoooooootoootooooriririririririrriiririririiririrriir ngngngngngngngngngngngngggnggngngngng bbb bbbbb bb bbbb bbbbbyy y yy yyyyyyyyy yy ththe Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service. 

4.2 The comppmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmppppoosoososooososoosososooooossssssiitiiitiitiiititioioioioioioioioioioiooioioioioii nn n n n nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnn ooofooooooooo  the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to incluuudededededededeeeeedeeeedeededededddeded  a a a a aa aa aaaaanynynynynynynynynnnnynynyyyyy s sss ssss sssssssssubububububububububbubububububububbubbubuubccccccoccccccc ntractors). 

4.3 A AA AAAA AAA gegegegegegeegeegegegegeeegggggg nenenenenenenenenenenenenenenneenenerararararararararararrrrarrararararrall llllllllllll HHeHH alth and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed riririririririririririririirrrrrrirrrrrrr sksksksksksksksksksskskkkkk aaaaaa aaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassssssssssssssss esesesesesesesssssesssssssmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmssmmmsmmmms ent and management 
sstststststststststsstsststststtssssssststssttttts rrararrrararrarrrrrrrrr tetetetetetetettettetettteeteeeegygyggygggggg  for this particular site. 

4.4 NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNNNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoooNoNN  ii nitial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken pplalalalalalalalaalallalalalalalaalllalalaaalalaalllacecececececececececececececeeceeceeececececececececeeecceceececceeceee. . . . .. ... . ....  The responsibility for this 
rests with the archaeological contractor. 

4.5 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-based 
Assessments and for Field Evaluationsr  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 connsiisiiiiiiiiiiistststststtstststtstststtstsstsststeneeneeneneneneneneneneneneneeeeneennt ttttttttttt wiwwwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiwwiwwiwwiiwwwiww th the principles of English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particullululululululuuluu arararararararararaararaaararara lylylylyllylyllyylylyylylyyyyyyyy A A A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAApppppppppppppppppp endix 3.1 and Appendix 4.1). 

5.2 The data recording methods and conventionss u uuuuuuuuuuuuusessesssesessssssss d ddd ddd d d d dd d d dddddd mummmmmmmmmmmmmm st be consistent with, and approved by, the 
County Sites and Monuments Record. 

5.3 The objective account of the aaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcccccrcrcccccrccrcrccrrcrccchahahahahahahahahhahahaahaaaaaeoeoeoeoololololololololololoololollolloooogigiggigigigigigigiiiggigiggggg cac l evidence mustf  be clearly dist tinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation. 

5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for ffff ffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffurururuurururururururururururururrurururrrururruururuuurththththththhthththththththththtthththththththttttthhttthttthere  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 includdddddddddddde ee e e e e eee e e eeeeeeee a aaaaaaaaaaaaa dididididddididididddiscussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence. Its connnnnnnnclclclclclclcllclclclcclcclcclccc usususuuuusuusuuuuu ioooiooooooooooooooooooooonsnnnnnn  
must include a cleeararararararararararrrraarrrrrarrraaa  s ss s sss ss  s sss sttatatatatatatttttaateteteteteteteteteteeteteeteteet memmmmmmemmmmmmmmmm nt of the archaeological potential of the site, and the significcanananananananananananananaannnnnnnceccececececececececececccc  ooooooooooooooooooofff ff ffff ffffffffff thththtthtttttttt ata  
potential in thee cc ccccccccccccccccccononoooonoooonononoooono teteteeeeeteeeeeteextxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxtxxxtxtxtttxxxxtttttttx o oooo of f the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeoloooooooooooooogygygygygyggygygygygygygygygygygygyggyyyyyyyggyg ,,, , ,,,,,, OcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcccOOcccccacaccccccccccc siional 
Papers 3 & 8888888888888888, ,,,,, ,, ,,,, 1919191919191919191911191991911 979797979797997979797977979797797779799  a a a aa a a aa a aaaaaaaandndnnn  2000). 

5.7 Finds s ss s ss ss sss mmumumumumumumumummmmmmummm ststsstststststststststtstsstt b b b b bb b b bbbbbbbbbbbee eee appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UKUK IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIInsnsnnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnssn tttttttitititt ttututututututututuututututuuutututeteteteteetttetettetetetttetetetetettttett  of Conservators 
GGGuGuGuGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGuG idididididididididididiidiiidddididdeeleleleeleleeeelininininininininininininnininiiiii esesesesesesesesesesesesseseeeee .  The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, shoululululululllululuulllululuuluuuuuuluu ddd dddddddd bebebebbebebebeebbbbebbebbbbbbb d d d d d dd dd ddd dddd ddddepepeppepepepepepepepepepeppppppepoososoosososososososoooososooo itiitiiiititi ed with the County 
SMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMMMSMSMSMSMSMMSMMMSMMR R R R R ififififififiiffififififififiififf the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is nooooooooooonoooott ttt tt t ttt tt tt popopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopoppoopoppp sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssibibbbibibiibiiibibiibibibiiibiibbbbbbleleeeeeeeeeeeee f ffffffffffffor all or any part of the 
fifiififififififiifiifiiififififiififififififindndndndndndndndndndndndndndndndndndndnnnnnnn s archive, then provision must be made for additional recordddddddddddddddddddddddddddininininininininininininininininininininninnnnniinnni gg gg g g g ggg g g gggggggggggggggggg (e(e(e(e(e(ee(e(e(e(e(e(e(e(e(e(e(e(ee(ee(((e((e(e((e(ee.g.g.g.g.g.gg.gg.gg.g.gg.gg.g...g. . photography, illustration, 
anananananananananananaananannnnanananananananannannnannana aalaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ysis) as appropriate. 

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

5. 9 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 Archaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooooeooeololl gy, must be prepared. It should be 
included in the project report, or submitted to the Conservatiiiononononononononononnnonononononononnoonnoo  TTTTTT TTTTTTeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaaaeaaaaaaeaae mm,mmmmmmmm  by the end of the calendar year in 
which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sososoooosoooooosoonononononononononnonnnnononoooooooonererrerrrrrrrrrrrrer. . . . .

5.10 County SMR sheets must be completed, as pppppppppppppppppperererererereerererereeeererererrer tt t tt tttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheehehee c      ounty SMR manual, for all sites where 
archaeological finds and/or features are locatededdddddddddedddedddd... . ....

5.11 At the start of work (immediaaiaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaateteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteetett lylylylylylylyyylylylylyy bbb bbb bbb bbbbb bbbefefefefefefefefefefefeeffefffefforororororororororrororoooroorooorree e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/s////////////    mm m mmm m mmm mmm m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmusuuuusususususususususususususususuusuuuuu t t ttt bebeebebebebebbebbebbebebbb iiiiiii iniitiated and key fields completed on Details, Location and //////
Creators forms.



5.12 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the SMR. This should include 
an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be included with the archive). 

Specification by:     R D Carr 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR     Tel:  01284 352441 

Date: 6 February 2008    Reference: /St Michael's Church 

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 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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5.12 All parts of the OASIS onnnnnnnnnlilililiilillilililililllillilll nennnnnnnnnnn  form must be completed for submission to the SMR. This should incncnccncnccncccccccnccccccccclululululululululuululululullulude
an uploaded .pdf versionononononononononononnnnnnonno  o o ooo o o o o ooofff ff f f f f f thhththththththththththhhththhhe entire report (a paper copy should also be included with the archihihihihihiiiihihiivevevevevevevevevevvvvvvevvevvveeeeve).).)))).).).).).).).)))))  

Specification nnn  bybybybybybybybybybyybybyybybyybybybybyby: :::::: ::::       R R R R R RRR R R RR RRRRRRRRRRRRRR DDDDDDDD DD Carr 

Suffolololololololololololololoollk kk kkkk kk k k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk CCoCoCCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCoCCoCCoCoCoCoCoCCCCoCoCCCCoCCCCoooCCC unununununununununnunnunnnuunuununuu tyytytytyytytytytttttt CC CCCCouncil 
Archhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaaeaeaa ololololololollolololollolololololollololollollollogogoogogogoogogogogogogogogogogoogogogogogogogogogoogogogogogogoogogogooogoggiciciciciciiciciciciciciciciciciciiiiiciciii al Service Conservation Team 
Enviroonmnmnmnmnmnmmmnmnmnmmnmnmmnmnmnmmnmnmnmmnmnnmmmnmmmnnmmnmenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenennenenennenenenenennneneneneeneeeenenee tttttt ttttttt and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR     Tel:  01284 352441

Date: 6 February 2008    Reference: /St Michael's Church 

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months frrrrrrrrrrrrrrromomomomomomommmomomommmomommoo  tt t t t t t t ttttttheheeheheheheheheheheheheheheehheeheeeheheeheheeeeeee a a a a aaaaaaaaabobbbbbb ve date.  If work is not carried out 
in full within that time this document will lapse; the auuthththhhhthhhthhhhhhhthht ororororororororororrroooooorooro iititititititiititiiitititiiiitititi y y y y y yy y y yyyy yy y yy y shshshshshshshshhhshshshouould be notified and a revised brief and 
specification may be issued. 

If the work defined by this brief formmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmss s s s s ss ss s s sss ss ssssss ssss a a a a aaaa aaaaaaa aa a papapapapapapapapapapapapapappppappppapapappppppp rrrrrtrrrrrrrrrr  of a programme of archaeological work required by a f
Planning Condition, the results must bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe eeeee eeeeeeeee eee e e eee cocococococococococococococococccoocococcccccocococococooooonsnsnnnnnnnsnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnsidered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological
Service of Suffolk County Council, who h hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaavavaa e the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning
Authority. 


