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1. Introduction 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land off Stevenson Approach, Broom Street, 
Great Cornard which was previously part of the back garden of Number 3 Broom Street. The 
work was carried out in accordance with a Brief and Specification issued by Jess Tipper (Suffolk 
County Council Archaeological Service, Conservation Team). This document is included as 
Appendix 1. The evaluation was intended to be carried out in advance of the construction of five 
new dwellings and associated garages (Planning application B/07/00885/FUL), however, when 
the work was carried out one of the dwellings had been completed, two others were partially 
constructed and the footings for a fourth structure were in place. The work was funded by the 
developer Whymark Moulton.  

The site lies at TL 8857 4042 on the north side of Stevenson Approach, north-west of the 
recreation ground (Fig.1). The development area was surrounded on three sides by pre existing 
dwellings and is accessed from Stevenson Approach. The site was on a slight north-west to 
south-east slope becoming more pronounced to the south-east, it was at approximately 30m OD. 
The geology comprised yellowish orange sands and gravels.

The evaluation was instigated because the development area was likely to be within the historic 
core of the settlement and a Roman inhumation was recorded to the north-west of the 
development area (COG 023). Therefore the probability of encountering archaeological remains 
was deemed to be high.  

The aim of the evaluation was to determine the nature and extent of any archaeological remains 
located within the development area in order to mitigate the impact of the ongoing development. 

Figure 1. Site location (development area outlined in red) 
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2. Methodology 

The original specification for the archaeological condition within the planning application 
specified archaeological monitoring of the foundation trenches, however, as this did not take 
place for the structures and foundations already present a scheme of evaluation was proposed.  

The objective of the evaluation was to determine as far as reasonably possible the presence 
/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of any surviving 
archaeological deposits within the development area.  

The brief required that 5% of the development area was subject to trial trenching/investigation. 
Due to conditions on site two trial trenches and a small open area were investigated (Fig. 2). The 
two trenches were located in areas adjacent to the houses under construction, although their 
location and extent were constrained by the presence of large quantities of building materials 
which were being stored in these areas. An ‘L’ shaped area was excavated in the north-west 
corner of the site and the footings of building plot 5 were cleared of the scrub that had been 
stored there and re-cleaned by machine. The work was carried out using a tracked 360 degree 
excavator fitted with a 1.8m wide toothless ditching bucket under constant archaeological 
supervision. In total an area of approximately 225m2  (9.4%) of the available 0.24 ha 
development area was investigated. 
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The excavation and recording was carried out in accordance with the requirements of the 
Specification (Appendix 1). Plans and sections were produced at an appropriate scale and the 
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trenches and open area were located onto OS mapping using tapes. High resolution digital 
photographs were taken of all significant features and deposits.

No environmental samples were taken. 

3. Results 

Archaeological features were recorded in both the trenches and the open area and consisted of 
ditches, a pit and a garden feature. The results will be discussed below by Area and Trench.

Full context descriptions are included in Appendix 2; soil descriptions are only included in the 
text where appropriate.

Trench/Area Dimensions/Total area Topsoil Subsoil Depth to archaeology Total depth 
Area 1 195.75m2 0.22m 0.16m 0.38m 0.38m 
Trench 1 7.6m x 2m / 15.2m2 0.29m 0.22m 0.29m 0.51m 
Trench 2 7m x 2m / 14m2 0.34m 0.15m 0.34m 0.49m 

Table 1. Trench/Area dimensions and soil depths across the site 

3.1 Area 1 (Fig. 3)
Area 1 was roughly ‘L’ shaped in plan and oriented south-west to north-east; it was situated in 
Plot 4 at the north-west part of the site. A single pit and a possible garden feature were 
encountered. The features were only recognized at the natural horizon, although it is considered 
likely that the garden feature was cut from within the topsoil.  
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Figure 3. Area 1 
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ditches, a pit and a garden feature. The results will be discussed below by Area and Trench.

Full context descriptions are included in Appendix 2; soil descriptions are only included in the 
text where appropriate.

Trench/Area Dimensions/Total area Topsoil Subsoil Depepepepepepepepepepepepepeeepeepth to archaeology Total depth 
Area 1 195.75m2 0.22m 0.16m 0.0.0.0.0.0.0.00.000.00000 38333838383838338383833333333 m mmmmmmmmmmm 0.38m 
Trench 1 7.6m x 2m / 15.2m2 0.29m 0.22mmmmmmmmmmmmmm 0 00 0 0 000000.2.2.2.222.222.222.2229m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9m9  0.51m 
Trench 2 7m x 2m / 14m2 0.34m 0.11111111111111111115m5m5m5m5m5m5m5m5m5m5m5m5  0 0 0 00 00 00000000000000.333334m 0.49m 

Table 1. Trench/Area dimensions ss sss sss ss anaananananananananananananannannand d d dd dddd d d d dddd sososososososossosooosososssoililiiliiililililillili  depths across the site 

3.1 Area 1 (Fig. 3)
Area 1 was roughly ‘L’ shaped in ppppppppppppppppppppplalallalalalalalalalalalalalaal n nnnnnnn nnnnn nnnn anannnannnnnnnnnnannnd d dd dd d d ddd d dddd ororororororororororrororororooro ieieieieieieieieieiiiieieeiei nted south-west to north-ed ast; it was situated in
Plot 4 at the north-west part of theheheheehehehehehehehehehehehehehhehehehheeehh  s s ss s ss s s ssss ss sss sssssssssititititititititititittititititittititititititiitiiiiitiititittitittite.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.ee.ee.eee.e.e..ee  A AA AA AAAAA A AA AA A AAAAA sssssssssssssssiiiiiiiniiiii gle pit and a possible garden feature were 
encountered. The features were oooooooooooooooooooooonlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnllllnlnnlllllnlnnnllllnlnllnlnnlnlnlnnnlnnnn yyyyy y y y y y yy y y y yy yyyyyyyyy rererererererererererererererrerereerereeerererererereereeeerereeereer cocococococococococococococcococococccocococccoccococcc gnized at the natural horizon, although it iis considered 
likely that the garden feature was cucucucucucucucucucucuucucuuuuuuuuuuuuuut t tt tt t t t t t t ttt t t t t tt t t t tttttttt frfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrffffrffrfrrffrooooomoooooooooooooooooo  within the topsoil. 
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At the northern end of the area was an oval pit 0004, measuring 1.6m in length, 0.84m in width 
and 0.38m in depth. It was steep-sided with a concave base and contained a single undated silty 
fill 0005. 13m to the south of the pit was a narrow linear feature 0002 oriented north-west to 
south-east. It measured 5.7m in length (becoming indistinct to the south-east), 0.32m in width 
and 0.14m in depth. It was irregular in profile with gradual sides and a concave base, its single 
relatively unmodified fill 0003 contained a fragment of a late post-medieval glass vessel, coal, 
clinker fragments, two post-medieval tile fragments, two pieces of bird bone and a decayed 
sweet wrapper. Although interpreted on site as a possible truncated ditch, the finds assemblage 
suggests that this is a late 20th century feature and probably related to the use of the garden. The 
previous owners of the property indicated that this area of the garden had been a vegetable patch 
and it seems likely that this feature related to that usage.  

3.2 Trench 1 (Fig. 4) 
Trench 1 was oriented north-east to south-west and was located in the north-east part of the site 
close to the north side of the partially constructed building in Plot 3. It contained a single ditch. 

0006

0008

0 20
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Trench 2

Figure 4. Trenches 1 and 2 

Ditch 0006 (Fig. 5, Section 1) was oriented north-north-west to south-south-east and located at 
the north-east end of the trench. It cut through the subsoil 0011 and was sealed by topsoil 0010. 
It was a steep-sided, flat based, u-shaped ditch measuring 0.96m in width and 0.62m in depth. A 
single homogenous fill was identified 0007 which contained two fragments of hard-fired post-
medieval abraded rooftile.  
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clinnnnnnnnnnnnnnkekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekkkekeekeeeeeeeeeerrrrrrrr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ffffffrfffffffffffffffffffffffff agments, two post-medieval tile fragments, two pieces of bird bononononnonnononnnnononnnnnnnnnnnnnnneee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee aaaaanaaaaaaaaaaaaa d a decayed 
sweet wrapper. Although interpreted on site as a possible truncated ditch, the finds assemblage 
suggests that this is a late 20th century feature and probably related to the use of the garden. The 
previous owners of the property indicated that this area of the garden had been a vegetable patch
and it seems likely that this feature related to that usage. 

3.2 Trench 1 (Fig. 4) 
Trench 1 was oriented north-east to south-west and was located inininninininininininininininnnn  the north-east part of the site t
close to the north side of the partially constructed building in PlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPlPPlPlPPllPlllototototootoooooooo 33333333333333333....... .. It contained a single ditch. tttttt
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Figure 4. Trenches 1 and 2 

Ditch 0006 (Fig. 5, Section 1) was oriented north-north-west to south-south-east and located at 
the north-east end of the trench. It cut through the subsoil 0011 and was sealed by topsoil 0010. 
It was a steep-sided, flat based, u-shaped ditch measuring 0.96m in width and 0.62m in depth. A 
single homogenous fill was identified 0007 which contained two fragments of hard-fired post-
medieval abraded rooftile.  
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Figure 5. Section 1 
3.3 Trench 2 (Fig. 4) 
Trench 2 was located immediately to the north of the house in Plot 1 and was also oriented 
south-west to north-east, it contained a single ditch believed to be the continuation of the ditch 
seen in Trench 1.  

Ditch 0008 was oriented north-north-west to south-south-east and located at the north-east end of 
the trench. It cut through the subsoil 0011 and was sealed by the topsoil 0010. It measured 0.80m 
in width and 0.45m in depth, the single homogenous fill 0009 contained a fragment of bovine 
ulna, five fragments of rooftile (three of which were post-medieval in date, one was likely to be 
medieval and the fifth could not be assigned to period being either of Romano-British or post-
medieval origin), two iron nails and one small sherd of transfer printed willow pattern pottery 
dating to the 19th century or later.

3.4 Plot 5 foundations (Fig. 2) 
The concrete foundations for the house in Plot 5 had already been inserted; the area had 
subsequently been left open and used to store vegetation. This was cleared and the weed growth 
and mould was removed by machine to reveal the natural gravel horizon. A single large sub-
square pit was encountered. It measured 2.2m by 2m in area and was truncated on the north-west 
and south-east sides by the house foundations. This feature was not assigned contexts nor 
investigated further because it contained tin cans, glass bottles and ashy material indicative of 
relatively recent backfill. 

4. Finds evidence 

Richenda Goffin 

Introduction
Finds were collected from three contexts, as shown in the table below. 

Context Pottery CBM Animal bone Glass  Miscellaneous Spotdate 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g 

0003   2 31 2 2 1 8 2 stone @ 3g Post-medieval 
0007   2 11      Post-medieval 
0009 1 8 5 192 1 106   2 iron @ 10g 19th Century + 
Total 1 8 9 234 3 108 1 8   

Table 2. Finds quantification and spot dates by context 
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3.4 Plot 5 foundations (Fig. 2) 
The concrete foundations for the house in Plot 5 had already been inserted; the area had t
subsequently been left open and used to store vegetation. This was cleared and the weed growth 
and mould was removed byyyyyyyyyy machine to reveal the natural gravel horizon. A single large sub-
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Pottery
A single fragment of Transfer Printed Refined white earthenware in a blue and white willow 
pattern type decoration was recovered from ditch fill 0009 dating to the 19th century or later.   

Ceramic building material 
A total of 9 fragments of ceramic building material was collected (0.234kg). Two fragments of 
post-medieval rooftile were present in 0003 in Area 1. Two further fragmentary and laminated 
slivers of tile made in a dense hard fabric of probable post-medieval date were recovered from 
ditch fill 0007 in Trench 1. Three fragments of rooftile from ditch fill 0009 (Trench 2) are made 
in red-firing post-medieval fabrics, but a fourth with a reduced core may be earlier (medieval/late 
medieval), although very hard-fired and more post-medieval in appearance. A small sliver of tile 
made in a fine sandy fabric with ferrous inclusions is also probably post-medieval. 

Glass
A single fragment of late post-medieval clear vessel glass was found in fill 0003 in Area 1.  

Metalwork 
Two iron nails were found in ditch fill 0009. 

Miscellaneous
Two small fragments of burnt, clinkery stone were identified in 0003.

Animal bone 
A fragment of a bovine ulna was present in ditch fill 0009. Two pieces of bird metapodial were 
recovered from 0003. 

Discussion
In spite of the relative proximity of Roman activity there was no evidence of any material of this 
date recovered from the evaluation. A single fragment of late post-medieval pottery was 
collected, and nine fragments of building material. Most of these are post- medieval but a small 
sliver from ditch fill 0009 is made from a fabric which could be post-medieval or Roman. 

5. Discussion 

The evaluation at Stevenson Approach revealed little archaeological activity and none that could 
be conclusively ascribed to a period predating the post-medieval era.  

The ditch seen in Trench 1 (0006) is likely to have been the continuation of the similarly aligned 
post-medieval ditch lying 40m to the south-east in Trench 2 (0008). This feature is thought to be 
a field boundary ditch recorded on the 1st edition OS map from 1880 (Fig. 6). The historic map 
is misaligned to the west when superimposed on the current mapping, but if this error is taken 
into consideration the ditch in the two trenches would match well with the old map data. It does 
not appear on the later maps and the boundary is likely to have been removed sometime between 
1880 and 1890.

66666666666

Pottery
A single fraaaaagmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgggmggg eeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeee t t t tt tttt tttt tt ofofofofofofofofoffffofoffo TTTTTTTTT TTTTTransfer Printed Refined white earthenware in a blue and whhwhhhwhwhwhhhhhhhhhhhwhhhhhhititititititititttitittee ee eeeeeeeeee wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiiwiw lllllllllllllllllllllllllllooooooooowoo  
patterrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn tyyyyyyyyyyyyypepepepepepepepepepepepepepeppe d d ddddddddddddddecececececcececcececcccecccceeeeeeee orororororoooorooo ation was recovered from ditch fill 0009 dating to the 199999thththththththththththhthththththththhthtthhtt  cenenenenenenenenenenenenennntutututututututututututtuutt ryryryyryyryryryryryryyryyyyyyryryyyyr  o o oo o o ooooooooor later.   

CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeerrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrraaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiic building material 
A totatatatatatataatattataatatataaaatataataataaaaaallllllll llllllllllllllllllllllllll ofoooooooooooo  9 fragments of ceramic building material was collected (0.234kg)))))))))))))))))))))))). TTwTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT o fragments of 
post-medieval rooftile were present in 0003 in Area 1. Two further fragmentary and laminated 
slivers of tile made in a dense hard fabric of probable post-medieval date were recovered from 
ditch fill 0007 in Trench 1. Three fragments of rooftile from ditch fill 0009 (Trench 2) are made 
in red-firing post-medieval fabrics, but a fourth with a reduced core may be earlier (medieval/late 
medieval), although very hard-fired and more post-medieval in appearance. A small sliver of tile
made in a fine sandy fabric with ferrous inclusions is also probably post-medieval. 

Glass
A single fragment of late post-medieval clear vessel gllglglgllglglllgllglglglasasasasasasasasasasasasasassssssss sssssssssssss wawawawawawawawawawwawawwaaawww s ssssssssss ffound in fill 0003 in Area 1.  

Metalwork 
Two iron nails were found in ditch ffffffffffffffffffffilililililililililililililililillilililili lll l l l l l ll ll l l 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000909090900909090900909090909090909009099. 

Miscellaneous
Two small fragments of burnt, clinkery stone were identified in 0003.

Animal bone 
A fragment of a bovine ulna was present in ditch fill 0009. Two pieces of bird metapodial were 
recovered from 0003. 

Discussion
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The evaluation at Stevenson Approach revealed little archaeological activity and none that could 
be conclusively ascribed to a period predating the post-medieval era.  

The ditch seen in Trench 1 (0006) is likely to have been the continuation of the similarly aligned 
post-medieval ditch lying 40m to the south-east in Trench 2 (0008). This feature is thought to be
a field boundary ditch recorded on the 1st edition OS map from 1888888888888888888888888888888808888888888888  (Fig. 6). The historic map 
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not appear on the later maps and the boundary is likely yyyyyyyyyyy tototototototototototototottotooo hhh hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhavavavavavavavavavavaavvavaave eeeeeeeeeeee bbbbebb en removed sometime between 
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Figure 6. First Edition Ordnance Survey showing field boundaries, 1880 

Of the other features encountered the pit in Area 1 (0004) was undated and contained nothing 
that could indicate its original function. The linear feature 0002 in Area 1 and the square pit seen 
within the foundations in Plot 5 were both modern in date, probably late 20th century and were 
as such associated with the use of the garden that predated the development site. The linear 
feature was probably part of the vegetable plot and the pit had been filled with domestic refuse. 

6. Conclusion and Recommendations 

The results of the evaluation indicate that this area contained no definite evidence for occupation 
and or land use prior to the creation of the ditched fields in the post-medieval period. The 
evidence from the 1st edition OS map shows that the development area lay mostly within a small 
rectangular field at the corner of Broom Street and Church Road. From the ?mid twentieth 
century the development area formed part of a large rear garden belonging to Number 3 Broom 
Street.

On the basis of this evaluation no further mitigation would be recommended. 

Liz Muldowney 
August 2008 

Disclaimer 

Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone.  The need for further work will be determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors when a planning application is registered.

�
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Figure 6. First Edition OrOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO ddnddddddddddddddddddddddddddd ance Survey showing field boundaries, 1880

Of the other features encountered the pit in Area 1 (0004) was undated and contained nothing
that could indicate its original function. The linear feature 0002 in Area 1 aaa nd the square pit seen 
within the foundations in Plot 5 were both modern in date, probably late 20th century and were 
as such associated with the  use of the garden that predated the development site. The linear 
feature was probably parrrrrrrrrrrrrrt t t t t t tt ttttt ofofofofofofofofofofofofoooofofoofo  the vegetable plot and the pit had been filled with domestic refuseeeeeeeeeeeeeee. . . ...... . 

6. Conclusiooooooooooooonnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnddddddddddddddddddd Recommendations 

The resultttttttttttts sss s s s ssssssss sss oofofofofofofofofofofofoooo  tt t tt t ttt tttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeeh eeeeee eeeeeeeevaluation indicate that this area contained no definite evideencncncncncncncncncncncnccncnccee e e ee ee e e eeeee ffofofofofofofofofofooooor r r r rrr r rrr rrrr ococococococococococococccccco ccccuc pation 
and ororororrrrr llllllllllllllananananananaannananannaaanaaa dddd ddddddddd ususususususususususussussssusssussusuuse eeeeeee prior to the creation of the ditched fields in the post-medidddddddddddddd evvvvvvvvvalallalalalalalalalllalaala  p p p p p p pp p p ppppppppererererererrererrrerererreerere ioioioioioioioioioioioioioiooioiiiii ddddddd.ddddddddddddddd  The 
eeeeeveveveeeveeeveevevvvididididididididididididididididididddddddenenenenennennnenennnnnncececececececececececeeececece f fff f f fffffffffffrrrorrrrrrrrrrr m the 1st edition OS map shows that the development arrrarrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeeeeaeaeaeeae  l ll llll l  l layayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayyyyy mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmososososososososososooooossstltltltltltlttltltlttllltlllt y within a small 
rererererererererererererererereererereeerereerererereeeeeerr ctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctcctctctctctc anananananannanananannannannnnnnnnanguguguguuguguguugguggug lar field at the corner of Broom Street and Church Road. FrFrrrrrrFrFrrrFrrrrrrrrrFromomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomommomomommmomoomommmooom tt ttttt tttttttttttttttthehhhehehehehehehehehhehehehehhhehhhh  ? ? ??? ????mid twentieth r
cecececececececececececececececececeececeeececeeeeentntntntntntntntntntntntntntntnntntntntntnntntntntntntntntnnnnntntntntnttuuuuruuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu y the development area formed part of a large rear garden belolololoololololololololololooloooloooooongngngngngngngngngngngngngngngnggngngnggngggggggngggggggggininininininininininininininninnininininininininnnininniiniinnnggg gg g g g g g ggg gg g gg gg g g g gggggggggggggggggggggggggggg to Number 3 Broom 
SttStStStStStStStStStStStStStSStSttStStStStttSStStSttttttttStrerererererererererererererererererererererererererereerereeeereerrrerrer eteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee .

On the basis of this evaluation no further mitigation would be recommended.

Liz Muldowney
August 2008 

Disclaimer 

Any opinions expressed in this report about the neeeeeeeeeeeeededededededededededededdedeee f f ff f ff f fffffororororororoororororoororoooro  ffffffffffffffffffuuuruuu ther archaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone.  The need fffffffffffffffororororororororororororrooorooo  f f f f ff f ff ff f fffururururururururuuruurththththththththththththhththhhhthhhererererererererereerr work will be determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeologigigigiiiigiiigigigigigiiigigiggggg caccccccccccccccccccccc l adadadadadadadadadadadaddddaaadvivivivivivivvivviv soosoososososososososoosoooosososossossoorsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrssrsrrssr  when a planning application is registered.
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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. 

88888888888

Suffolk County CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCouoouououououououuouououououo ncncncncncccccccnccccnncilililililililillilliilililill’s’s’s’s’s’’s’s’s’s’s’s’s archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibilililililililililililiiiliiiiitytytytytytytytytytytyyytyt  fffff f f f fffforororororooorororoorororoorrr  
inconveniencnccccccce e e eeeeee e eee eeee ccccaccccccccccccccc ususususuususususususssuu edededededededededeedededdeddddeddd to clients should the Planning Authority take a different viewewewewewwwwwewwwwwwew t t t t t t tt t t tttooooo oooooooooooo ththhthththththhhhhththhhthhatatatatatatatatatattata  
expresessssssssssssed ddd d ddddddd inininininninnininininininninininn tt t t ttt tt ttttttttthehehehheheheheheheheheheheheheeeeeeehh  r r r rrr rrrrrrrrrrrreeepee ort. 
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Appendix 1 - Brief and Specification 

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

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation 

LAND OFF STEVENSON APPROACH, BROOM STREET, 
GREAT CORNARD, SUFFOLK

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning permission for the erection of 2 single-storey dwellings, 1 detached two-storey dwelling 
and 2 semi-detached single-storey dwellings with attached and detached garaging, on Land off 
Stevenson Approach, Broom Street, Great Cornard, Suffolk (TL 8857 4042), has been granted by 
Babergh District Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (application B/07/00885/FUL). 

1.2 Work has started on the development without a programme of archaeological work in place, 
failing to comply with the planning condition. The foundations of House plots 1, 2 and 3 have 
been erected without any archaeological investigation, while the area of House plot 5 has been 
topsoil/subsoil stripped. Groundworks for House plot 4 has not yet commenced.  

1.3 The proposed development area, on the eastern side of the valley of the River Stour, is located at 
c. 30.00m AOD. The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of the site comprises loamy and sandy 
soil, locally flinty and in places of gravel.  

1.4 This application lies in an area of archaeological interest recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, in an area likely to be historic settlement core.  In addition, a Roman 
inhumation burial is recorded to the north-west of the proposed development (COG 023). There is 
high potential for early occupation deposits to be disturbed by development in this location. This 
proposal will cause significant ground disturbance that has potential to damage any 
archaeological deposit that exists. 

1.5 A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area (c. 0.24ha. in total extent), 
before any further groundworks take place. The following parts of the site are still accessible and 
require evaluation: 

The land between House plots 1 and 2 (c. 17.50 x 20.00m); 
The land to the north of House plot 3 (c. 16.50 x 15.00m); 
The entirety of the area of plot 4, (c. 40.00 x 20.00m). 
The area of House plot 5, which has already been topsoil stripped (c. 14.00 x 11.50m) – in this 
case the plot must be hand-cleaned and any archaeological features recorded. 

1.6 The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality and extent, 
to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and mitigation measures. 
Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work should there be any archaeological 
finds of significance will be based upon the results of the evaluation and will be the subject of an 
additional brief. 

1.7 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. 
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Appendixxxxxxxxxxxxxx  111111111111111 ------ BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBrrrrrief and Specification 

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 TA TA TA TA TA TAA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TA TTTA TA TA TA TTTA TA T I OI OI OI OI OI OOI OI OI OI OI OI OOI OI OI OI OI OI OI OOII OOI OIIIII NNNNNNNNN  NNN  N  NN  N T ETTTTTTTTTTTTTT A M  

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched dddddddddddddddddddddd EvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvvEvEvvEvEEEEvEvEvEvvvEvvEvalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalallallalaalaaaaaaaalaaaaalluuuuuauuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu tion 

LAND OFF STEVENSON APPROACH, BROOM STREET, 
GREAT CORNARD, SUFFOLK

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeologicacacacacacacaaacaaaaal ll ll llll lll rerererererererererrrrrrrr ququququququququququququqq iririririririririririririii ements

1.1 Planning permission for the erection of 2 singgngngngnggngngggggleeleleleleeleeleleleee-------stsstsssstsssssss ororororororororororororrreyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyyeyeeeee  dwellings, 1 detached two-storey dwelling 
and 2 semi-detached single-storey dwelliiiingngngngngngngngngngggs s s ss ss s s sss wiwiwiwiwwiwiwithhththththththththththhhhhth aa aaaaaaaaaaaattached and detached garaging, on Land off 
Stevenson Approach, Broom Street, GrrrGrGrGrrrrrGrrrrrrreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeeaeeaaeeeee t tttttttttttt CoCoCoCoCoCCoCoCCoCoCoCoCoCoCoooornrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrrrrnaaaaaaaraa d,d  Suffolk (TL 8857 4042), has been granted by 
Babergh District Council conditionoooooooonooooooooooooooo alllllllll uuu u u u u uuu uuuu u upopopoppopopopopopopopopopopoooopon n n n nnnn nnnnn ananananananananananananaanaaaaaa aa aaaacceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (application B/07////000000000000000000000000000000000000000 88888888888888888888888888888888885/55555555555555555555 FUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUFUUUL)L)L)L)L)L)L))L)L)L))L)LL)L)LLL ... ..

1.2 Work has started on the dedededededededededededededededeededeededededeededededeededeeeeeedeevevevevevevevveevvevvvevvevvveveveveveveveveeveveveeeeeeelllllllllllllopopopopopoopopopopopoopoppoppoopopopopopopopopopopopopoppppppopppopopopoppmmmmmmmmmemmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm nt without a programme of archaeological work in place, 
failing to comply with the plalalalalalalalalalalaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnninininininnninnininininninininininniininininnnnnnnnnnngggggggg gg g gg gggg gggggggggggggggggg condition. The foundations of House plots 1, 2 and 3 have 
been erected without any archahahahahhhahahhaaaaaeoeeeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooeeooeee logical investigation, while the area of House plot 5 has been 
topsoil/subsoil stripped. Groundworks for House plot 4 has not yet commenced.  

1.3 The proposed development area, on the eastern side of the valley of the River Stour, is located at
c. 30.00m AOD. The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of the site comprises loamy and sandy 
soil, locally flinty and in places of gravel.  

1.4 This application lies in an area of archaeological interest recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Recordddddddddddddddd, , , , , , , , ,, in an area likely to be historic settlement core.  In addition, a Romaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnn
inhumation burial l l l isissisisisisisisisssisissisiss rrrrrrrrrrrececececececccccorooooooooooo ded to the north-west of the proposed development (COG 023). Therererererererererererererereree ee e ee ee e ee e eee eeeee isisisisisissisis   t
high potential fff fffffffffororororororororororororororrroro  eeearrarararararararararrraaa lylylylylylylylylylylylyl  occupation deposits to be disturbed by development in this locatioooooooooooonn.n.n.n.n.n.nnn.nnn  TT T TTT TTTTTTThihihihiihihihihihihihihihhh s sssssss ssssssss
proposal wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwilililililililiiliili l cacacacacacacacacacacacacacaccaac usuusususuusuusuusuususssssuu e significant ground disturbance that has potential to daaaaaaaaaaaamamamamamamamammmmammammammammmmmagegegegegegegegegegeegeggggg  a aa aaa a a aa aaaany 
archaeololololololololololoo ogogogogogogogogogoogogogogggggooo icicicicicicicicicicalalalaalalalalalalaalaalaa d d dd dd dddddd dddeposit that exists.

1.5 A AA AAAAAAAAAAAAAA lilililililililiilililinenenenenenneennnn ararararararararararararaaarrrar tt t tttttttttrrrrrerr nched evaluation is required of the development area (c. 0.24242424244242424242424244424244424hahahahahahahahahahahahahahaah . ininninininnnnnninnnnnn t tt t t t t ttttooto al extent), 
bebebebebebebebebebbeebebbbb fofofofofoofofoofofoofofofoofofofoorerererererererererererererrre any further groundworks take place. The following parts of theeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ss s ss s  s  itte e e e e e eeeeeeee ararararararrararararrrrrarara ee eeeeee stststststtstststststtttsttsstssststilililililiiililiiilillllll lllllll aca cessible and 
rerereeeerereererereeeeeeeququququququququququqquire evaluation: 

The land between House plots 1 and 2 (c. 17.50 x 20.00m); 
The land to the north of House plot 3 (c. 16.50 x 15.00m); 
The entirety of the area of plot 4, (c. 40.00 x 20.00m). 
The area of House plot 5, which has already been topsoil stripped (c. 14.00 x 11.50m) – in this 
case the plot must be hand-cleaned and any archaeological features recorded. 

1.6 The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality and extent, 
to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and mitigation measures. 
Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work should there be any archaeological 
finds of significance will be based upon the results of the evavavavavaaavaavaavaaaaaaaaalullllll ation and will be the subject of an 
additional brief.

1.7 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site,,,, , , , ,,,,,, thtththththththttthttthe eeeeee tittititittititititittititit mimimimimimmimimimimmmmmimmmming of the work, access to the site, the 
definition of the precise area of landholding and arararararararararararaaaarara eaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeee  f f f f f f f f f ff f ffffforororoororororororoorororoo pppp pproposed development are to be defined 
and negotiated with the commissioning bodyyyyyyyyyyy. 
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1.8 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.

1.9 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. 

1.10 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. 

1.11 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. 

1.12 Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist may wish to make after approval 
by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/CT and the client for approval. 

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

2.1  Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular regard to any 
which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ [at the discretion of the developer]. 

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

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

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

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

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

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

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
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1.8 Detailed ssssssssssstatatatatatatataataaatatttt ndndndndndndndndndndndddndndddndarararararararararararararaaaardsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsddsddsdssdsdssss, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be found inninininininnnnnnnnnnn StStStStStStStStSSStStStS ananananananannnnnnnnnnnnndadadadadadadadadadadadadadadadadadaarrdrrrrrrr s 
for Fiellllllllllllllllllld d d d dd d d dddddd ArArArArArAArArArAAAA chhchchchchchchchchchchchcchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaaeaeaea ology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasiooooooooooonananananananananananananaanannanaal llllll PaPaPaPaPaPPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPPPapepepepepepepepepeepepepepepeeeppep rs 14, 
2003333333333333333333......

1...9999 99 9999 99 99999999 999 InInIIIIIIIInInIIIIIIn aaaaaaaaaaaaaacccccccccccccccccccccccccccccooooorooooo dance with the standards and guidance produced by the Instttttttttttttttttttittitittitititititttitititititititii uttutututututututututututututututututttte ee eeee eeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeee ofofofofofofofffofofofofofoffoffffff F      ieeeeeeeeeeeeeeldldldldldldldldlddldlddddddddd Archaeologists 
thththththththththththththhthththttht isiiiiiiii  brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execcututututututututututututututututututtutututututtuutttttuuutioioioiiioioioioioioiiioioiioioioioioioioiooiiooiooioon n n nnnn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn ofofofofofofofofofoffofoffffofoofooffofof t t t t t t  t t    hhhhhhehhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  project. A Written 
ScSScSSSSScSScSScSScScSSSSSSSSSSSS heme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompmppppppppppppppppppppppppananananananannananananaanananananannnnnnnnnyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiyiiyiyiyiyiyyiyiyiyyyiyiyiyyiyyyyiyyiyiyiy ngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngnnngngngnnngngngngnngggggggggggggnggngggggg outline specification 
ooooofoooooooooooooooooooooooooo  minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be suubmmmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmmmbmmbmbmbmmmmmbmmmbmmmmmitititititititititititititititittitittitttitittitttittitittiitititttttetetetetetetetettetetetetetetetetetetettetttettetetettted 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. 

1.10 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 dededededededededdeddedededdddedd veloper should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to hhh hhhhhhhhhhhhavavavavavavavavavavavavaa e e anaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  impact on any archaeological 
deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be  didididididididididididdidd scscscscscscscscscsssssssss ususususususususususususssesesesesesesesesessesess d with the Conservation Team of 
the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) befffforororororororororororooroooooooo eeee eeeeeee exxxxxxxxxxxxxxxexececececececeeccececececcecccccuuuutuuuuuuuu ion. 

1.11 The responsibility for identifying any constraiiiiiiiiintntntntntntntttttnntnn s s s s s s s ss ss ss ononooonononononon ff f fff f fff fffffffieieieieieieieieieieieieellldlllllllll -work, e.g. Scheduled Monument status, 
Listed Building status, public utilities or ooooooooothththththththththththththhhtthththhhererererererererererereerrer ss s s sserererererererererererereererrrerre vivivivivivivivvivivivvvvvvv ccccceccc s, tree preservation orders,  SSSIs, wildlife 
sites &c., ecological considerationsssssnssssssssssnsnsssssnss resessesesesesesssesesssesestststststststststststtstssst  w w ww ww w w wwwwwwwwititititititititititititttttiith hhh hh hhhh h hhhh the commissioning body and its archaeological 
contractor. The existence and   d cococococococococococccoooontntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntttttenenennennenenenenennnnnene tttt ttttttt t ofofofofofofofofofofoooofooo  the archaeological brief does not over-ride such 
constraints or imply that the targrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrggrgrgrgrgrgr etetetetetetetetetetetetetettetteteetetettteeettt a a a aa a a aa aaa aa a aaaa a aaaaaaaaaaaaaarererererererereerererererrerererrereeea a a aaaaaaaaaaaaaa a issssssssssss ffffff ffffreely available. 

1.12 Any changes to the specificationsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnsnssnnn  t t tttt t tt t tttttt tt tttttttttttttttthahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahhahhahaahaaaahaah t tttt t t t tt t tt t t ttttttttttttttt t t tttt the project archaeologist may wish to make after approval 
by this office should be communicatetetetetetetettetetetetetetettettttteetttteeedd ddddddddddddddddd 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

2.2 Identify the date, apppppppppppprororororororororoorororrroorr ximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, togegegegegegeeeegeeegeeeeeththththththththththththhtttheeererereereee  w wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwith its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation.

2.3 Evaluate theee l l l ll l lll  likikikikikikiii eleleleleleelly y y y yy yy y y y yyy yyyy iimiiiiiiiiiiiii pact of past land uses, and the possible presence of mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmaasaasasasaasaaaaasskikikikikikkikikiikk ngngngngngngngngngnngngnngnn  
colluvial/alallululululuululululuuluuvivivivivvivivivivivvivivivv alaaaaaaaaa  d ddd dd ddd dddddddddepeeeeeeeeeeeee osits. 

2.4 Estatatataaaaaataaaaaaaaablblblblblblblblblblblbllbblb isisisisisisisisssisissi h hh h h hhhhhhhh ththththththththhhthhththhhhhheeeee eeeeeeeeeee potential for the survival of environmental evidence.

2.55555 55 555 55 5555 55555 PrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPPrPrPPP ovovovovovovovovovovovvvovovovidididididididididdididiiidii e eeeeeeee sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservvrvvrvrvvvrvvvvrvrvrvvvrvvrvvvvvvataatatatatataataataatataaataatatioioooioioioioioioioiooioioioioooiooon n nnnnnnn nnnn nnnnnn sttttttttttraraaaraaaaaraaraararateteteteteteeteteteteteteteteteegyggggggggg , dealing with 
pppppprppppppppppppppp eseeeeeeeeseeee ervation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working pracccacacacacacacaccccaccacaccactitititititititititititititititittitittttt cecececececececececececececececececececececececeeceeceeess,s,s,ssssssssss,s,ssssssss  t t t t t t    imimimimimimimimimiimimimmiimimmmmmmeteeeeeeeeeeeeeee ables and orders 
ooooooofoooooooooooo  cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent wiiti h 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 T T T T T TTTTTT (a(a(a(a(a(a(a(a(a(a(a(a(aaaaddddddddddddddddddddddddddddrereerererererererererereerer sssssssssssss  as above) five working days 
notice of the commencement of ground works on tttttttttttttthehehehheheheheheheheh  ssssssssssssssssssitititititititittittittititti eeee,eeeeeeeeeeeee  in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored.

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carriririririrrrirrrrrriririiedededededededededededededede ttttt tttttthrrrrrrrrrrrrrououououououououoououooooooo ghghghghhgghghhghg  in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplete) the evavvvv luuuuuuuuuatatatatatatatattatattatatata ioiooioioioioioioiooioioiooioonnn n nnn nn rererererererererereerereeeeeerrrr popopopopopopopopopoppopopopoppop rt may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
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of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on this basis when 
defining the final mitigation strategy. 

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

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3.10 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced metal 
detector user. 
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of an arararararaararararararrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchcchchcchaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeeeeeololololololololloloolololoollogogogogogogogogogogogogoooooo ical deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on tttttttttttthihihihihihihihihhhihhhhhhh s ss s s s s sssssss babababaabaababababbabaaaaaaasisisisisissisiisisisisisisissisisssssss ssssssss when 
defiiiiiiinininininnininininininninnn ngngngngngngngngngngng t t t t t t ttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheeeeh  f f f ff fff f ff fiiniii al mitigation strategy. 

2..........99999999 999 999999 999999999 AnAnAnAAnAnAnAAAnAAAAnA  ooooo oo o ooooooooooooututututututututututuutuu lillilililiine specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is setettttttttttttttt ooooooo ooo oooooooooooooutuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbeleleleleleleleleleleleleleeeee owowowowwwowwwwwwwwwwwww.... . ..... .

3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.3.3.3.333.3.3.3.3.33.3.3..3    S          pecification:  Field Evaluation

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

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

3.3 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using g gg gggggggg anananananananananaaaaaaaana  aaaaaaaaappppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppprorrrorrooorooorororrrrrr priate machine with a back-acting arm 
and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the e ee e e e  ininnininnininnininininnntetetteteteteteteteteteeetterfrfrfrfrfrffrfffrfrfacacacacacacacaacacccacacaaace e layer between topsoil and subsoil or other 
visible archaeological surface.  All machihihihihihihihihhineneneneneneneneneenenene e e e e eeexxxxxxxxxxxxxxcacacaccacacacacacacaccacacac vvvvvation is to be under the direct control and 
supervision of an archaeologist. The topopopopopoppopopopopoppoppoppoppoppsososososososososososososooooililililililillililiiil ss ssssssshohohohohohohohohhohohooohooohohhhh ululululululululluu ddddd dddddddd be examined for archaeological material. 

3.4 The top of the first archaeolooooooooooooooooogigiggiggigigigigigigigiggigggggggg cacacacacacaccacccacacacallllllllllllll l lll dededededeeeeeeededeepopopopopoopopopopopopopopoopop sisisisisisisisisisisssssis t ttttttttttt may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned 
off by hand.  There is a preesususususususususususususususususuususuuusus mpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmmpmpmppmmpmpmmmpmpmmpmmpmpmmpmmmpmpmpmpmmpmppppptititititititititititititiititititttittionononononnonononononnnnononononononn t     hahhahahahahahhahahhhhhhh t excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by 
hand unless it can be showowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowwowowwwowwwwowowwwwwwowowwnn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn thththththththththththththththhthtthhhthththhththththththhhhththhhhherererererererrererereererereerereererereeeeeereee eeeeeee will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine. The 
decision as to the proper meeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeethththththththththththhthththththththhthhthhthhthhodododododododododododododododododododododododododdodododooodoododdo  o o o oo o oo oo oo oooooooooooooof excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist 
with regard to the nature of the dddddd dddddddddddddddddddddepepeeeeepepeepepepepeeeppeee osit. 

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

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

For discrete featuuuuuuuuurererererererererererereereeres,ssssssssssss  ssssssssucuuuuuuuuuuuuu h as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instances  
100% may be e ee e  e eee rererererereererererereeererr ququququququququqququqquqquq esesesesesesesesesesesesseese tetetetetetetetetetetetetttttt d). 

3.7 There mumumumumumumumuumumumumumuumustststststststststststststssssss  b b b b b b b b b bbbbbe e e e eeee e eeeeeeee ssusssssssss fficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth andndndnddndndndnddndddd n nnnn nnn nnnnnnnatatatatatatatattatatatttaaatururururururururururruruuu ee e e ee e eeeeeeeeeeeee of any 
archhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeolololoolololololololoo ogogogogogogoggogogogoggoggggiciciciciciciciccicciiciccaalaaaaaaaa  deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking d ddddddddd ddd epepepepepepepepepepepeepossososossossosososossoo itititittititttittttiittts s s s ss sss ss sssssss must be 
eseseseseseseseseseseeseesesesessesstatatatatatatatatatatattataaabbbbbblbbbbbbbbbb issisissssssssssssi hehehehehehehehehehhehehhehhhhhh dddd ddddddd across the site. 

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.3.3.3.3.33333.3 8 8 8 8 888 8 8 8 ArArArArArArArArArArAArArArArrArchchchchchchcchchchchcchc aeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for r r rr r r r r r r rrrrr r papapapapapapapapapapapapapapappapaaaaalalalalalalalalalaaalalalalalalll eeeoeoeoeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee enenenenenennnnnnnnnnvivivivivivivivivivvvivivvirororororororororrrrrr nmental remains. 
BBBBBeBBBBBB st practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and databababababababababababababababababbababbbbbleleleleleleleleleleleeleleeeleleleleleleleleee aa a aaaa aa a aa aaaaa aaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrrcrcrrcrrcrcrcccr hahhhhahahahhhhhhhahahhhhhaaaeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeee logical deposits and 
provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show whwhhhhhwhwhhhwhwhhhhwhhhhhhhhhhatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatattttaaatattttatatatatatatataaaaaa  p ppp p p p pp p p pppp p p ppp ppppppppppppppprororororororororororororororoorororororrorooororororooroooooooooorr vivivivivivivivivivivivivivivivivivivvvvivvvvvvvv ssssssisssssss on has been made for r
environmental assessment of the site and must provide details ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffofffofffffoof tttt t t ttt t tt tt ttt t ttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheheheheheheheehehehheheheeehehe sampling strategies for 
retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironme ttttttttttttttntttt lal and palaeoeconomic 
investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for micromorphological and other 
pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriateness of the proposed strategies 
will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science 
(East of England).  A guide to sampling archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, 
P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available 
for viewing from SCCAS. 

3.9 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaee nenenenennenenenenenenenened d d d d dddddd and examined for archaeological 
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any aaaaaaaaaa aaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrrr hahahahahahahahahahahaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeee llllllol gical features revealed may be f
necessary in order to gauge their date and characterrerererererererereeeereeeeee ... ... 

3.10 Metal detector searches must take place at alalalalalllalalalaa l l l lllllll stsststsststssts agagagagagaggggggaggagaggaggeseseseseseseseseseseseessseee  of the excavation by an experienced metal 
detector user. 
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3.11 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed SCCAS/CT 
during the course of the evaluation). 

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

3.13 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

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

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

3.16 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

4. General Management 

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work commences, 
including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not less than five 
days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for monitoring the 
project can be made. 

4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this office, 
including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to have a major 
responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a statement 
of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeological sites and 
publication record. 

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

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 

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

4.6 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation
(revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in 
drawing up the report. 

5. Report Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

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. 
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3.11 All finds wwwwwwwwwwwwillililililliiiliiii l ll l lllll bebebebebebebebebebebeebebebbb  ccccccccccccccololololololololololoolollololollleleleleleleleleleleeleected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreedddddddddd S S SS SSS S SSSSSSSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCASASASASASASASASASASASSASASASASASAAS/C/C/C/C/C/C///C/C/C//CC/C///// T 
during tttttttttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehheh cccc cccouououououououououououoouoooursrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrssrsrsrsrsrseee of the evaluation). 

3.12 HHHHHHHHHHHHHumumumuumumumumumumumumummuu annnnnnnanannnnnnnnnnn r r r rr r r rrrrrreeeeemeeeeeeee ains must be left in situ except in those cases where damagggggggggggge e e eeee e e ee eeeeeeee ee oooooororooorooooooooooooo  dddddddddddddesesesesesesesesesesesesessesee ecececececccccccccrararararararararararrarar tititititititittitititt on are to be u
exeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee pepepepepepepepepepepepepepeectctctctctctctctctctcctctcccccc edeeee , or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa r r rr rrreqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqeqqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqqqqqquiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiiuiuiuiuiuirerererrerererrerrrerrerrrrerrremememememememememeeeeeeementntntntnnnnnttntnn  of satisfactory 
evevevevevevevvevevevevevvvevevvvevallllllllllllluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be awarrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreee e eee ee ee e e e ee e eee eeeee ofofofofofofofofofoffofofoffoffoffoffofoffofoffooff,  anaananananananananananananaanaaanaanananaa d dddddddddddddddd comply with, the 
prprprprpprprpprprprprppprppprpprprpppppppppppppppppppp ovisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3.13 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT.

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

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

3.16 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approvavavavavavavavavavavavavavvavaavavaav l ll ll l lll ofofofofoffff SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC AS/CT. 

4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the prprrprprprprprprprprprprprprprprprpppp ojojojojojojojojojojojojojojojjojjjjececececececcccececcecccecceccccccct t mumumumumumumumumumumumumumumuustststststststststststsssstss  bbbbbebbbbbbbbbbb  agreed before the first stage of work commences, 
including monitoring by SCCAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAS/SS/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S///S//S///S/SSSS CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTTTCTCTCCTCTCTCTTCTCTCCCTCCCCCCCTCCCTTCTCTCTCTT.  TT T T TTTTTTTTTTTTT TTTTThehehehehehehhehheheeehh  archaeological contractor will give not less than five r
days written notice of the commmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmememememememmememememememememmmmememmmmmmmmemememememmmmmemmmmm nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnceccecececececeecececeececececececececececceecececeeeceeeceececceceemmmmmmmmmemmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm nt 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 asssssssssssseseseseseseseseseseseseseeesssssssssssssssssssssssss memememememememememememeemememennntnnnnnnn  must be provided for this particular site. 

4.5 No initial ssssssssssururururururururururrurururrrvevevevevevvevevevevevevvvvvvv y yyy y yy y y y yyyyyy totototototototoootootototttt  dddddddetect public utility or other services has taken place.  The respopopopopopopopoopopopoponsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsssnsnnsibibibibibbbibbibibbbbbbbilililililllillllititititititittttitititti y yy yyy y yyyyyyyyyyyyy for 
this resssssssssstststststsstststststststt  w w w w w w www wwwwwiitiitititiiith h h h h h h h h h thththththththththththththtththeeeeeee eee archaeological contractor. 

4.6 ThhhThThThThThThThThhhhTThe e eee e e e eeeeeee InInInInInInInInInnnnnnnnststststststststststststststttsssssssss itititittttttititttitititttti uuuuutuuuuuuuu e of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeaeaeeaeaeaeeeaeaeaeeeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaa olologogogogogogogogoggogogoggoggicicicicicicicciciciciccicicaalalalaaalalaaaaaaa  ffffffffffffffffffieieieieieieieieieieieieieieiiii ldldldldldlldldldlddlld evaluation
(rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreveveveveveveveveveveevevve isisisisisissisisissisisisissisededededededeededededeede  2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execucucucucucucucucucucucucucucuucucucucucccc titititittititittiiiionononononononononononononononononononooo  o o o ooo         fffff ffffff ththththththththththhhththhtheeeee eeeeeeeee project and in 
ddddrdddddddddddddddd awawawaawawawaawaaawa ing up the report. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5555.5.555.5.55.55.555  RRR RRR R RRRRRRRRR RRRRRR eport Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and i iiiiiitstststststststsstsstssttss s ssss sss s sscococococoocococoooococoococopepepepepepepeppepepeppep  may be given.  No further site 
work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwowowowowowowowowowowowwwwowwwwworkrkrkkkrkrkkkk r rrrrrrrrrrrrreseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseesessssuluuluuuuulluluuuu ts are assessed and the need for 
further work is established. 
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5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assessment of 
potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-technical 
summaries.  

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

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

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

5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an HER 
number for the work. This number will be unique for each project or site and must be clearly 
marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

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

5.11 The project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 and also the County HER 
Officer regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, 
organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the archive. 

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

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

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

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

5.16 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which must be 
compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integration in the County HER.  AutoCAD files should 
be also exported and saved into a format that can be can be imported into MapInfo (for example, 
as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files. 

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

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

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 
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5.5 Reportrtrtrttttrts ss ss ss s s sssssss ononononononoonononononnonon ssssssssssssssssspepepepepepepepeppepepepeeepepeeeciccccccccccccc fic areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permitttttttttttt a a a a aa a aa aaaaaaaasssssssssssssssssssssssssssss esesessesesessesesssesesesesessssmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmmsmsmsmmmsmms ent of 
poteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeentntntntntntntntnttntnnn iaiaiaiaiaiaaiaiaiaial fofofofofofofofofofofofoofooooff r r r r r r rrrr r rrrr rr rr analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must incluluuuuuuuuuluuuuuuuudedededededededededdddedddddd  n nn n n n nnnnnnnnnonononononononononnonononnononnnnn-t--t-t---t-t-tt- echnical 
sususususususuuuuuuususuuuuuuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ararararararararararararrarra ieieieieieieieieieieieeieeiies.  

5.5..55.55.5.5.5.5.5.555.5.5.55.55..6 6 666 6 6 6666666 666666 6666666 ThThThThThThThThhThThThThhThThThhhT eeeeee eeee Report must include a discussion and an assessment of ffff f fffffffffffff thththththththththhthhhhhhhhhhhhe e e eeeeeeeeeee e eee eeeeeeeeee araaararaarararararaararararaaraaa chhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaeaeeaeeaeeeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recooooooooooooooooooooveveveveveveveveveveveveveveveveeveveveveveveeeeeeeeeeeerererererererereeeeeeereeeereeeeererr d dddddddddddddddddddddd frfrfrfrfrfrfrfffrfrfrfrfrfrfffrfrffrrooooomooooooooooooooooo  palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archchchchhchchhchchchcchhhchhchchhchchhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeeeeeeeeeeolololololololololoololololololololololooolololooloooooloololo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogooogogogooogogogogoogggggggggggggoggoggggggiiciiiiiii al potential of the site, 
and the significance of that potential in the context of the Regionaaaaaaaaaaaaaaal lllllllllllll ReReReReReReReReReeReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReeReReReReRReReeReReReReReRRRReReeeReResssssssessssssssssssssssssss arch Framework (East 
Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

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

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

5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an HER 
number for the work. This number will be unique for eacacacacccccaccacccccccccchhhh hhhhhhhhhh project or site and must be clearly 
marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

5.10 Finds must be appropriately conserved anddd ss ss s s s ss ssstorererereeererereeerererereered d d dd d dddddddddddd in accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.

5.11 The project manager should consult thhhhhhhhhhhhe ee e ee ee eee e e e eeeeee SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCCSCCSCSCCCCSS C C C C CCC C CC C C ArArArArArArArArArArArAAAAAAAA hchhhive Guidelines 2008 and also the County HER 
Officer regarding the requiremmeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee tsssssssssss f ff ff ffffffffffororoorororororororororoooooo  t t t t tttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehehheehhhh  deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, 
organisation, labelling, markiingnggngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngnnn  a aa a aaaaaaaaaandndndndndndndnndndndndndndndndndnnnnnd sssssssssstotototototototototoootoototorararararararararaarararrrarageggggggggggggg ) of excavated material and the archive.

5.12 Every effort must be madeeeeee t t tt tt t t tt t tttt ttttttt tttttttooo o o oo oo oo o ooo o oo ooooooooooooo ooo gegegegegegegegegegeegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegeg t t t t t tt t tt t t ttt t tttttttttt ththththththththththththththththththththththtttthtthhe agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition of 
the finds with the County HHHHHHERERREREREREREREREREREREREREREREREREREREERRERERERERRERRRRRRERRERRRRRR o o o o o o o o o oo o o o ooo o o oo ooooooooooooooor r r r r r r r rrr rrrrrr rrrrrr rrrr rrrrr rr a museum in Suffolk which satisfies Museum and Galleries 
Commission requirements, as an indissoluble part of the full site archive.  If this is not achievable 
for all or parts of the finds archive then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. 
photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the County HER is the repository for finds 
there will be a charge made for storage, and it is presumed that this will also be true for storage 
of the archive in a museum.

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

5.14 Where positive cocooocococococococococococoncncncncncncncncncncnncncncncncncnnnclulululululuulululuuluuuuuusisisisisisisiisisisisiisiiisssss ons are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavvvatatatatatatattttttaaatioioiooioioiooiooioioooon)n)n)n)nn)n)nn)nnnnnnnnn  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  
summary repopopopopopopopoopoooppp rttrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrrr , ,, inninnininininnnnnnn tttttttttttthhhhehhhhhhhhh  established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeeaeeaeaeeaeeeeaeeeolololololololollolooollogogogogogogogogogoggogogggoggy yyy y y y yy y y yyy yyyyy ininininininininininininiiii  
Suffolk’ sssececececececececececececeecctitititititititititittititititiiiionononononononononononnnonnnonn oooooooooooooofffff ffffff the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeology, must be e e e eee e ee prprprprprprprprprprprpprprrprpppp epepepepepeppepepepepepepepeppepeeee ararararrrrarararararrrredeedededededededee . It 
shouldddddddddddd b b bbbb bb bbbbbbbbbeeeeee eeeeeeee inninnnnnnnnnnnnnnclclclclclclclclclclcclcllclcc uuududuuuuuuduuuuuuuu ed in the project report, or submitted to SCCAS/CT, by the end dd d dd dd d ofofofofofofofofofofofoffofofofoooo  tttttttttttttthehehheheeheheheheeheheeeehe c c cc c c c ccccccccaaaalaaaaaaaaaa endar 
yearararararararararararararaaaraa  i i i i i  i   nnnnn nnnnnnn whwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwww icicicicicicicicicciciciciciccicccchhhhhh hhhh the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5555 15115151511115151115115111515151151  CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCouououououououououuououuouououo ntntntntntntnntttntnntn y HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER R RR RR R RRR RRRRRRRRR mmmmmmmmammmmmmmmmmmmammm nununununununnunununununununuuaaalalaaaaaalaa ,,, , , , ,, , ,,, ,, fofofofofofofofofofofofffffofof rrrrr rrrr all sites where 
arararararararararrarararararrrrra chaeological finds and/or features are located. 

5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5.5555.161616161616161616161616161616161616161616166161616166166161666661666 W              here appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be includeeeedd d d dd d dd dd dd d dd dd d d ddddddd wiwiwiiwiwiiwiwiiwiwiiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiwiiwwiw ththththththththththththththththththththhhhthththththhhhhthhthh t tt t t tt t ttttt t t ttttttttttttttttttttttttttthhhhhhhhhehhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  report, which must be 
compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integration in the Countttttttttttttyyyyy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy HEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEHEEEHEHEHEEHEHEHEHEHEEHEHHHEHEHEHEEHHHHER.RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR   AutoCAD files should 
be also exported and saved into a format that can be can be imported into MapInfo (for example, 
as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files. 

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

5.18 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for susususususususususususususssusssssssssubmission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire e e e e ee eeeee rerererererererrererererererrrr popopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopp rtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrtrtrttttttr  (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 
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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: 27 March 2008    Reference: / StevensonApproach-GreatCornard2008 

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. 

1114141141111111

Suffolk County CCCCCCCCCCCCCCouououououououuuuounccncncncncncncncncncncncnnccililililllilillilllillll 
Archaeologiciccccccccccccccccccalalalalalalalalalalalalaaalalaaaaaa SS S SSS SSSSSSSSSSerererererererrererererrerrrvivivivivivvviviviviviiiiiivvvv ccccccceccccc  Conservation Team 
Envirororooroororororororororororororororororooooor nmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnmnnnmnmnnnnnnmnnn eneneneneenenenenennenenee ttt tttttttttt anannnanananananannannnnnnnd d d d d d d d ddddddddddddd d TTrTTTTTTTTT ansport Department 
Shhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhiririiiririririririririririirii e ee e e e e e e e e e eee ee e ee HaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaaHaHaHaHaaH lll  
BuBuuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuuuuBuBBuryrrryryryryryryryryryryryryryryrrryrrrrrrrrrrrryy S S SSSS SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSt ttttttttttttttt EdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEddEdEdddddEddddmunds
SuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuuuSuuSuSuSuuSSuuuuuuffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff ololololololololololololololololoolooololollollllooolk k k kkk k k kk kkkkkk kk kkkkkkkkkkkkkk IPIPIPIPIPIPPIPIPIPIPIPIPIPIPIPIPPPIPIPPPPIPPIIIPP3333  2AR       Tel:    010101010101101010101101010101010101101010101010101010101110000000100 2828282822822828222282828282822828822282222222222222222222222 4 352197 
Emmmmmmmmmmmmmmmaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaiaiaiaiiiiiiaiaiaa l:l:l:l:l:l:l:l:l:l:ll:l:l:l:llll:l:l:l:l:l:lll:::l:::            jejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejjejjjjejjejjjjjjjjjj ss.tipper@et.suffolkcc.gov.uk 

Date: 27 March 2008    Reference: / StevensonApproach-GreatCornard2008 

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 prrrrrrrrrprrogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoo rrrrararrrarrrrammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be ccccccccccccconononononononononononnonsssisisississsss dededededededededededededededdererererererererererererererereerered by the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Cououououuuuouuuuuuuuouuuuuncncncncncncncnnncncnccnnn ilililll,,, , ,, , ,,,,, whwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwwhwhwhwhwwww o have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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Appendix 2 – Context Information 
Context Feature Trench/Area Identifier Type Function Spot date 
0001 finds N/A
0002 0002 Area 1 feature cut Garden feature
0003 0002 Area 1 feature fill 20th Century 
0004 0004 Area 1 pit cut Undated 
0005 0004 Area 1 pit fill Undated 
0006 0006 Trench 1 ditch cut Boundary ditch
0007 0006 Trench 1 ditch fill Post Medieval
0008 0008 Trench 2 ditch cut Boundary ditch
0009 0008 Trench 2 ditch fill Post Medieval
0010 0010 layer deposit Topsoil 
0011 0011 layer deposit Subsoil 
Table 3. Context location and type 

Context Feature Identifier  Type Soil type/colour Compaction Inclusions Depth in 
m

0003 0002 feature fill light to mid brown 
sandy silt

firm frequent sub-angular small 
stones

0.13

0005 0004 pit fill mid reddish brown 
silty sand

firm to stiff occasional small sub-angular 
stones

0.38

0007 0006 ditch fill mid browny grey 
sandy silt

loose to 
friable

moderate small angular flint 
fragments

0.62

0009 0008 ditch fill mid brown silty sand soft frequent sub-angular small to 
medium stones

0.46

0010 0010 layer deposit mid grey brown 
sandy silt

friable frequent angular flint 
fragments

0011 0011 layer deposit light orangey brown 
sandy silt

friable occasional flint gravel

Table 4. Deposit descriptions 
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Appendixxxxxxxxxxxxxx  222222222222222 –––––––––––––   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCContext Information 
Cooooooooooooooontnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn exxxxxxxxxxxt tt t t t t tttt FeFeFeFeFeFeFeFeFeFeFeFeFFeFeeeeeF ataa urururururururururrrrurrrrruuruuruuruure e eee e e e eee e TTTTTTrTTTTTTTTT ench/Area Identifier Type Function Spot date 
000000000000000000000000000000000000000101010101010100000000000000000  finds NN/A
000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 02020202020202020202020220202020020200002 0002 Area 1 feature cut Garden feature
00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 030303030300303033030303030303030330330303030303003030303003030300  0002 Area 1 feature fill 20th Century 
000000000000000000000000000000000000000404040404040404404040404040404040404044040444400400040004444044 0004 Area 1 ppit cut Undated 
0005 0004 Area 1 ppit fill Undated 
0006 0006 Trench 1 ditch cut Boundary ditch
0007 0006 Trench 1 ditch fill Post Medieval
0008 0008 Trench 2 Boundary ditchcutditch 
0009 0008 Trench 2 ditch fill Post Medieval
0010 0010 layer tdeposit Topsoil
0011 0011 layer tdeposit Subsoil 
Table 3. Context location and type 

Context Feature Identifier  Type Soil type/colour r r r r r r rr CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCoommmmmmpmmmmmmmmmmmm action Inclusions Depth in 
m

0003 0002 feature fill light to middddddddd brbbrbrbbbr brbr br br brbbrbrbbbbbrrownowowowowowowowwowowowoooo   
sannnnnanannanannnnnannnnnannnnnnnndy dd silsilsilsilsisilsilsilsilsillsilsiltttttttttttt

firm frequent sub-angular small 
stones

0.13

0005 0004 pit fill mmmmidmmmmidmidmidmmidmmmmm  rerererererererere rererrereerererererereddiddididididididdididiididddd sh shsh sh sh sh sh shsh sh sh shsh brobrobrobrobrobrobrobrobrobrobrobrbrobrob obrown 
silsisilsisillilsilssisilsilsilsisisilsilssisilsillllsilllllsisss ty ty tytyty tytytytytytytyty tyty tyty tytytyyytytytyyyytttt sansansansansansananansansansansanansanannnsannnnd

firm to stiff occasional small sub-angular 
stones

0.38

0007 0006 ditch fill midmidmidmididdmidmiddmidmidmidididmidddddddm d br brbrbrbrbrrbrbr br brbrbrbrbrbrrrrrrbrbrb owowowowowwwownwowwwwwowowwoowowow y grey 
sansansanansansansansansansansansansansansansanansanansansannansananaanananndy dydy dy dy dy dyddy dy dydy dy dy ddy dy dydy dydydy dyydydydydyddyyydydydyyy sssssssssssilssssssssssss t

loose to 
friable

moderate small angular flint
fragments

0.62

0009 0008 ditch fill midmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmidmiimidmiidmidmmiddimidmiidd br br br br br brbr brbrbr brbrbr brbrbrbr brbrbrbr brbr br brbrbrbrbbrbr brbrbbrb oooooownoooooooooooooooooo  silty sand soft frequent sub-angular small to 
medium stones

0.46

0010 0010 layer deposit mid grey brown
sandy silt

friable frequent angular flint
fragments

0011 0011 layer deposit light orangey brown
sandy silt

friable occasional flint gravel

Table 4. Deposit descriptions


