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Introduction

An archaeological evaluation was carried out prior to the building of three houses and an 
extension to an existing property at the address of Linden Lea, Mellis Road, Yaxley. The work 
was carried out to a Brief and Specification issued by Jess Tipper, (Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service, Conservation Team – Appendix 1) to fulfil a planning condition on 
application Mid Suffolk 1083/06. The developer, Mr Nick Jenner of Drinkstone Homes Ltd, 
funded the work that was carried out on 15th September, 2008.

The proposed development area lies at grid reference TM 120 743 (Fig. 1) and at c.48.0m above 
the OD. The geology of the site was orange sandy clay, with occasional chalk inclusions and 
stones. The site was of potential interest as the edge of the medieval green ran along the street 
frontage, and a medieval moated enclosure is recorded directly to the south-west (YAX 001). 
Further to this, a Bronze Age axe fragment (YAX 012), and a Roman bronze sestertius coin 
(YAX 005) have been found in close proximity to the site (Fig. 2). 

The development therefore had the potential to disturb archaeological deposits, particularly 
medieval remains. As such a programme of archaeological evaluation was required to assess this 
and to establish any archaeological implications for the development of the site. 

© Crown Copyright. All rights 
reserved. Suffolk County Council

Licence No. 100023395 2008.

Figure 1. Site location map 
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Figure 2. Map showing listings from the Historic Environment Record in relation to YAX 019 

Methodology 

Five linear trenches were excavated using a mechanical digger fitted with a 1m toothless bucket 
under the constant supervision of an archaeologist. 70sq metres were excavated at 1m wide, 
partly focussing along the road frontage (Fig. 3). This amounted to 5% of the total area of 
1400sq metres. 

Each trench was excavated as closely as possible to the top of the natural subsoil, although often 
the top of this layer was disturbed. In order to reach the natural subsoil removal of c.0.3-5.m 
thick topsoil was required. In Trench 4 the topsoil varied in depth from c.0.4-0.6m. The subsoil 
consisted of orange-grey sandy clay. Upcast soil was regularly examined for finds.  

All possible archaeological features were sampled by hand excavation to at least the minimum 
requirements of the specification (Appendix 1), or until the point where hand excavation became 
unsafe, as with feature 0002, the fill of which was extremely soft and unstable. Sections were 
recorded of the trench stratigraphy and of any features at a scale of 1:20 (Fig. 4) and the trench 
locations and features were plotted against the national grid using a Total Station Theodolite 
(Fig. 3). Digital colour JPEG format photographs at 72 x 72 dpi resolution, and monochrome 
film photographs, were taken of trench profiles and feature 0002. The site was recorded using a 
single continuous numbering system (Appendix 2). Bulk finds have been washed and quantified, 
and inked copies of section drawings have been made. 

An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-48436) and a digital
copy of the report submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data Service database 
(http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit). The site archive is kept in the main store of 
Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service at Bury St Edmunds under Historic 
Environment Record number YAX 019. 
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Results
The evaluation trenches were almost completely devoid of any archaeological deposits, with 
only a single feature, 0002, being seen in Trench 2 and possibly Trench 3 (Figs. 3 & 4). This was 
most probably a linear cut and seemed to be aligned west-east. It was partially excavated by hand 
to a depth of c.1m below ground level in Trench 2, before requiring machine excavation to 
c.1.3m as a safety precaution due to the unstable fill. At this depth the water table was reached, 
which also hindered further excavation. Finds from the main fill, 0003, indicated a post-medieval 
date, with Glazed red earthenware from the 16th-18th century, and iron artefacts thought to be 
from a similar period. It was also not visible on the first to third editions of the Ordnance Survey 
maps (from the late 19th to early 20th centuries), suggesting the feature to be earlier than this. It 
is approximately in line with a west-east boundary seen in the 1880s (Fig. 5), surrounding the 
property now known as ‘Vine Cottage’, but does not match entirely with the existing boundary 
(Fig. 3). A possible continuation of 0002 was also partially hand excavated in Trench 3, but was 
only visible in c.0.5m of the northern end of the trench and was less clearly distinguished from 
the natural subsoil than in Trench 2. In Trench 3 it may have only been the natural clay subsoil 
disturbed by roots, which was an effect observed elsewhere on the site. Trenches 2 and 3 were 
not extended to find the northern edge of 0002, because of the close proximity to the existing 
house drive way. 

The first to third editions of the Ordnance Survey maps for the area show a farmyard complex. 
The first edition also shows that the site was more heavily wooded than at present (Fig. 5), which 
may explain the disturbance witnessed in some of the soil stratigraphy. This was noticed in 
Trenches 2, 4 and 5, where a subsoil/topsoil mixed layer, 0005, appeared in sporadic lenses. This 
was mid grey sandy clay that was root disturbed and did not contain any finds other than 
occasional CBM flecks, which were extremely fragile and thus not sampled. It was recorded in 
the section for Trench 4. Further trench details are recorded in Table 1 below. 

The only medieval material was a single pottery sherd, found in 0001, which was an unstratified 
assemblage collected from Trenches 1, 2 & 3. 

Figure 3. Trench and feature location plan 

© Crown Copyright. All rights 
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ononoonononononononononononooonoonnnnnlylylylylylylylylylylylylylylylylylyylylyly a aa a a aaa a a a aa    ss ss sssssssinininininininininininininini glglglglglglglglglglglglgllgllglle feature, 0002, being seen in Trench 2 and possibly Trencncnccncncncncncncncncncnccnccncncncncnccn h h hh h h h h h hhh hhh hhh h h 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 33333333333333 (F(F(F(F(F(F(F(F(F(F(FF(F(F(F((F(F(F(F(F(( igigigiggigigigigigiiggggs.s.s.s.s.ss.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.. 33333 3333333333 & 4). This was
momomomomomomomomomomommommomomomomommomomommomommomoommmmm ststststststststststststststststsstststts  p p p pp pp p p p ppp pp p pppppppprooooobably a linear cut and seemed to be aligned west-east. It waaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassss sssss s ss s s s s s s s s ssssss papapapapapaapapapapapapapapapapaapapapapapapaapapapaapaaappppppppppppppp rtrtrtrrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrr iaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiiaiaiaiaiaiiaiaiaiaiaallllllllllllllllllllllll y excavated by hand 
tototototototototototototototoooooooooooo a a a a a aaa a aaaa a aa aa aaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaa d d dd dd d d d d d ddddd ddddd dddddddddddddddddddddddeeeeeepeeeeeeeeeeeee th of c.1m below ground level in Trench 2, before requiring mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaccacacacccaccacaccaccccccaccchihihihihihihihhhihiihihihihihihihihihihihhihihihihihiihiihhihihhihh nnnnnnnennnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  excavation to 
c.ccccccccccccccccc 1.1.1.111111.1.111111.11111.11.111.11111111.1..3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3m3333m3m333m333333  as a safety precaution due to the unstable fill. At this depth the wawawawawawwawawawawawwawawawawwawwaawawawaaawawawaaawaaaaaatetetetettetetetetetetetetetetetttetetetetettetetteteetttt r table was reached, 
which also hindered further excavation. Finds from the main fill, 0003, indicated a post-medieval m
date, with Glazed red earthenware from the 16th-18th century, and iron artefacts thought to be 
from a similar period. It was also not visible on the first to third editions of the Ordnance Survey 
maps (from the late 19th to early 20th centuries), suggesting the feature to be earlier tt than this. It 
is approximately in line with a west-east boundary seen in the 1880s (Fig. 5), surrounding the
property now known as ‘Vine Cottage’, but does not match entirely with the existing boundary 
(Fig. 3). A possible continuation of 0002 was also partially hanananananananananananananaanaaand excavated in Trench 3, but was 
only visible in c.0.5m of the northern end of the trench and d dd ddddddddd d wawawawawawawwawawwwawwawawwas lelelelelellllleess clearly distinguished from 
the natural subsoil than in Trench 2. In Trench 3 it mayyyyyyyyyyy hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaaavavavavavaavaaavaaaaaaa e eee e ee e eeeeee onononononononononononnnnly been the natural clay subsoil 
disturbed by roots, which was an effect observed elseseseseeseseeeseseseseseewhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwwhwwwhwhwhwwhwhwhww erererererrrererrerrrrreeee ee e eee on the site. Trenches 2 and 3 were 
not extended to find the northern edge of 0002, bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbececececececececececeececececauauauauauauauauauauauuuuuuauuuuseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseeseee o oooooooof the close proximity to the existing 
house drive way. 

The first to third editions of the Ordrdrddddddddddddddddddddnanananananananananananananannaanaan ncncncncncncncncncnncnnnnnnnnnnn eeeeeeee eeeeeeeeee SuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuSuuuuuSS rvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrrvrvrrvrrvvey maps for the area show a farmyard complex.
The first edition also shows that thththththththththththththththtthththhthhhhe eee eee ee e ee ee eeeee eeeeeee e sisisisisisisisisisissisisisisisisisisisiississssisssiss tetetetetetetetetetettettttttttttt  wwwwwwwwww wwwwwwwwwwwwasaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  more heavily wooded than at present (Fig. 5), which t
may explain the disturbance witnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnneseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseeseeseseeseseseseeesese seseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseeeseeeeseeseseeeeeed d d d dd d d ddddd d dd dddddd dddd d d dddddddddddddd ininininininininininininininininininininininiiiiniinn some of the soil stratigraphy. This was noticed in
Trenches 2, 4 and 5, where a subsoooooooooooooooooilililililililililllililililiiliililillilililililllllii /t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t/t//t/t/t/t/t/t//t/t//t//t/t///t/t/t///ttttt/topopopopopopoopopopopopopopopoopopopopopopopopopoooopopopopopopopooo soil mixed layer, 0005, appeared in sporadic lenses. This 
was mid grey sandy clay that was root disturbed and did not contain any finds other than 
occasional CBM flecks, which were extremely fragile and thus not sampled. It was recorded in 
the section for Trench 4. Further trench details are recorded in Table 1 below. 

The only medieval material was a single pottery sherd, found in 0001, which was an unstratified 
assemblage collected from Trenches 1, 2 & 3.

Figure 3. TrrTrrrTrrrTrTrTrTTrrTrrTrTTrrTrennnnnnnnnnchchchchchchchhchhhhhhchchhchcc  a a a aaa a a aaaaaaaandnddndndndndndndnndndddndndddndndndndnnd f f f f f ff fffffffffffffeeeeeeeeeaeee ture location plan 

© Crown Copyright. All rights
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Trench Length Description Contexts
1 8m Topsoil over an undulating mid orange/brown compact 

orange sandy-clay natural subsoil. Root disturbance and 
chalk inclusions, as well as medium sub-angular stones in 
the subsoil. East-west aligned close to the street frontage. 
Depth to natural = c.0.4m 

2 19m Dark brown topsoil on top of undulating mid orange/brown 
compacted clay natural subsoil. Root disturbance and chalk 
inclusions present in subsoil. Sporadic thin lenses of 0005, a 
light grey redeposited clay mixed with orange clay natural, 
were visible. The trench was north-south aligned, running 
from close to Trench 1 and west of Trench 3. Depth to 
natural = c.0.36m. The northern half of the trench fell 
outside of the development area and contained 0002, the 
dimensions of which were >2.1m south-north by >1m deep. 

0002 with 
fills 0003 
and 0004. 
Layer
0005.

3 19.5m Dark brown topsoil over undulating mid orange/brown 
natural subsoil clay. North-south aligned, running from close 
to Trench 1 and east of Trench 2. The northern half of the 
trench fell outside of the development area. Depth to natural 
= c.0.53m 

Possibly
the edge 
of 0002 

4 11.5m Topsoil over a mid grey/brown clay subsoil over undulating 
orange sandy clay natural subsoil. The grey subsoil, 0005, 
was only apparent in places as a thin layer up to c.0.1m 
thick. Trench ran perpendicular to Trench 5 on a north-south 
alignment to the west of the existing house. Depth to natural 
= c.0.4-0.6m 

Layer
0005

5 12m Topsoil above undulating orange sandy clay natural, with 
patches of grey subsoil 0005 in places. The trench was 
aligned east-west to the west side of the existing house and 
ran perpendicular to Trench 4. Depth to natural = c.0.3-0.4m 

Layer
0005

Table 1. Trench description 

Figure 4. Trench and features sections 

4

Trench Lengggggggggggggthththththththhthththhththhhttt DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDDeDeDeDeeDeeeeDD ssssscss ription CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCooCoCoC ntntntntntntntntnnntntnnn exexexexexexeexexexexexexexeexxxxtststststststtstststststtsssts
1 8m8m8mmm8m8m8m8m8mmm8mmmmm8m TTTToTTTTTT psoil over an undulating mid orange/brown compact 

orange sandy-clay natural subsoil. Root disturbance ananananananananannnanananananaanannanaanna d 
chalk inclusions, as well as medium sub-angular stststststttststttstststtststtstttsttononononononononononoononononononnnnnneseseseseseseseseeeeeeeeeeeee  iiii i i i i i ii  iin 
the subsoil. East-west aligned close to the street frfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrffrfrfrfffrffrrrff ononononoonononononononononononononooononoooonnonoooooooooo tatatatatatatatattatatatatatttatattatatttataatattat gegegegegegegegegegegegegeggegegegegegeggeeege...... ........
Depth to natural = c.0.4m

2 19m Dark brown topsoil on top of undulating mid orangeeee/b/b/b/b/b/b/b/b/bb/b/b/b/b/b/b/bbb/b/bbb/b/bbbbbbb/bbb/brorororororororrororororororoorororrrrrrrrrorrrorr wn 
compacted clay natural subsoil. Root disturbance and chalk 
inclusions present in subsoil. Sporadic thin lenses of 0005, a 
light grey redeposited clay mixed with orange clay natural, 
were visible. The trench was north-south aligned, running 
from close to Trench 1 and west of Trench 3. Depth to 
natural = c.0.36m. The northern half of the trench fell rr
outside of the development area and contaiiiiiiiiiiinenenennnnnennnnnnnnnn d 0002, the 
dimensions of which were >2.1m southhh-n-n-n-n-n-n-n-n-n-n-nnn-n-n-nororororororoooroororoo ththththththththththhh b    y >1m deep. 

0002 with
fills 0003 
and 0004. 
Layer
0005.

3 19.5m Dark brown topsoil over undulating g ggggggggg mimimimimimimimimiimimimmmimidddd dd dd ddddddddd orororororororoororororoorrrrrro anaaaaaaaaaaaa ge/brown r
natural subsoil clay. North-south h h hhhhhhhh alalalalallalalalalalalallalalalligigigigigigigigigigiigiiiiiii nenenenenenenenenenenennnenneeed,d,dddd,d,d,ddddd  running from close
to Trench 1 and east of Trenchchchchchchchchchchhchhhchh 222222222222222. ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThhThTT eeeeee eeeeeee northern half of the 
trench fell outside of theeee dd dd ddddddd dddevevevevevevevevevevvvevevevevvelelelelellllopoopopopopopopopopopopopoopopooopooo memmmmmmmmmmmm nt area. Depth to natural
= c.0.53m 

Possibly
the edge 
of 0002

4 11.5m Topsoil over aaaaaaaaa mmmmmmm mmm m mmmm m mm mmmidididididididididddididididididddidddddd g g g g gg g g g g gg gg gg g gggggrerrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr y/y/y/y/y/y/y/y/y/y//y/y/y/y/yy/brbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbbbbbrbb own clay subsoil over undulating 
orange sandy cccccccccccccccccccccccccclalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalallalallllalalalllaaalllaaaaaaay yyy yyyyyyy y yy y yyyyy yy yyyyyy nanananananananaananaanaanananaanaaaannnnnn tutututuuuututuuuuuuuuutuuuuural subsoil. The grey subsoil, 0005, 
was only apparrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrenenenenenenenenenenenennenennenenenenennenenenennennt t t ttt tt tt tttttttt t tttt t t tt tttttttt inininininininininininininininininininiinininininininininniinnnin p p p p p p p pp pp p p p p   places as a thin layer up to c.0.1m 
thick. Trench ran pepepepepepepeppepepepepepepepepepepepepeeppppeppeppeerrrprrrrrrrrrrrr endicular to Trench 5 on a north-south
alignment to the west of the existing house. Depth to natural 
= c.0.4-0.6m 

Layer
0005

5 12m Topsoil above undulating orange sandy clay natural, with 
patches of grey subsoil 0005 in places. The trench was 
aligned east-west to the west side of the existing house and 
ran perpppppendicular to Trench 4. Depth to natural = c.0.3-0.4m 

Layer
0005

Table 1. Trench description

Figure 4. Trench aaaaaaaaaaaandnddndndndndndndndndndndnddndndndndndnn  f ff f ff ff f ffffffeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaaaaatututututututututututtuuututututt rerrererererererereres sections 
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Figure 5. 1880s, first edition Ordnance Survey map, with approximate site location marked 

The Finds  
Richenda Goffin 

Introduction
Finds were collected from 2 contexts, as shown in the table below. 

OP Pottery CBM Animal bone  Miscellaneous Spotdate 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

0001 4 30 1 iron horseshoe 19th C+ 
0003 4 85 4 210 1 22 3 iron objects  19th C + 
Total 8 115 4 210 1 22

Table 2. Finds quantities 

Pottery
Eight fragments of pottery were collected from the evaluation in total (0.115kg). The earliest 
sherd which is unstratified is an abraded small strap handle. It is made in a medium sandy fabric 
with occasional carbonised voids, and is oxidised externally with a light grey core. The fragment 
is from a medieval coarseware vessel dating to the 11th-13th century. Further pieces of Glazed 
red earthenware were collected as unstratified finds, together with a Refined white earthenware 
sherd decorated in blue and white.

Four sherds from fill 0003 include three Glazed red earthenwares (16th-18th C), and a blue and 
white decorated rim sherd of a Refined white earthenware, which dates to the nineteenth century 
or later.
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Figure 5. 1880s, first edition Orddddnance Survey map, with approximate site location marked 

The Finds  
Richenda Goffin 

Introduction
Finds were collected frooooooooooooooooom m m m mm m mmmmmmmmmmm 222 22222222 coccccccccccc ntexts, as shown in the table below. 

OP PoPoPoPoPoPoPoPoPoPoPoPoPPoPPoPPPP ttery CBM Animal bone  Miscellaneous Spppppppppppotototototototottototototoooootdadadadadadadadadadadadadadaddateteteteeeeeeeeeeeee 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

000000000000000000000000000000000000000010100010100001001000  4 30 1 iron horseshoe 191919191191919999thththththththththhhtththhththhththththththth C CCCCCCCCCCCCCCC+
00000000000000000000000000000000030303030303030303033330303333030000000  4 85 4 210 1 22 3 iron objececcececcececcecececececcececececececcctststststststststststststsstststststststss   1919191191919191919191191 ttthtttt  C + 
ToToToToToToToToToToToToTTTTTTT tal 8 115 4 210 1 22

Table 2. Finds quantities

PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooootttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttery
Eight fragments of pottery were collected from the evaluation in total (0.115kg). The earliest 
sherd which is unstratified is an abraded small strap handle. It is made in a medium sandy fabricaa
with occasional carbonised voids, and is oxidised externally with a light grey core. The fragment 
is from a medieval coarseware vessel dating to the 11th-13th century. Further pieces of Glazed 
red earthenware were collected as unstratified finds, together with a Refined white earthenware 
sherd decorated in blue and white.

Four sherds from fill 0003 include three Glazed red eartheheheheheheheeheheheheehhenwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwwwnn ararrararararararararrarara eseeeesesesesesesseseseeses (((((((((16th-18th C), and a blue and 
white decorated rim sherd of a Refined white earthenwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwarararararararararaaaaaarararaaraa e,ee,ee,eeee,eeeeee  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwhhhhihhhhhhhhhhihhhhhhh ch dates to the nineteenth century 
or later.
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Ceramic building material 
Four fragments of ceramic building material were recovered from 0003. These were all abraded 
and no full dimensions were measurable. A dark red/maroon brick made in a medium coarse 
sandy fabric with occasional flint inclusions and three smaller pieces of orange sandy brick 
fabric are all post-medieval.  

Metalwork 
Two nails were collected from 0003, together with the remains of an iron implement. This 
measures 98mm in length, and is spatulate in shape, with sloping shoulders narrowing to a socket 
or a tang. The tool resembles a small trowel. A small iron animal shoe (L73mm) recovered as an 
unstratified find still has two in-situ nails and no calkins. Its shape before radiography indicates 
that it is post-medieval.  

Animal bone 
A single fragment of the distal end of a tibia, probably a pig, was present in 0003.

Discussion
Only a single medieval artefact was recovered as an unstratified find. This is the only evidence 
of the proximity of the site to the moated enclosure and the medieval green. The remainder of the 
finds are later in date, with fragments of late post-medieval pottery in both contexts.    
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Metttttttttttttttttttaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaallllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwork 
Two nails were collected from 0003, together with the remains of an iron implement. This
measures 98mm in length, and is spatulate in shape, with sloping shoulders narrowing to a socket 
or a tang. The tool resembles a small trowel. A small iron animal shoe (L73mm) recovered as an 
unstratified find still has two in-situ nails and no calkins. Its shape before radiography indicates 
that it is post-medieval.  

Animal bone 
A single fragment of the distal end of a tibia, probably a piiig,g,g,g,g,g,g,g,g,g,g,,gg  w wwww ww w wwww wwwwwwasasasasasasasasaasasaasasassss p ppp p p pp pppppppppppprerrererererrererrrrr sent in 0003.

Discussion
Only a single medieval artefact was recovered asssssssssssssssss aa a aa a a aaaaan nnnnnnnnnnnn ununnununununununununununuuunnstststststststststststtstststststtstrrrrarrrr tified find. This is the only evidence 
of the proximity of the site to the moated enclllllllllllllllososososoososososososoosoossssururururururururururururuuuuure e e e e e e e e eeeeee ananananananananananananannanand the medieval green. The remainder of the 
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Discussion

The evaluation trenches have shown that the natural subsoil and any potential archaeological 
levels lay at a depth of c.0.3-0.6m. A subsoil layer, 0005, was seen in Trenches 2, 4 and 5, 
towards the northern and eastern areas of the site. This layer was only sporadically visible, 
suggesting there had been high levels of bioturbation, which may be a result of the site’s 
potential use as a garden/orchard, or alternatively for agricultural purposes relating to its possible 
use as a farm (Fig. 5). 

There were no features on the site that could be attributed to the medieval period and only one 
artefact, which was unstratified, was medieval. One archaeological cut feature was recognised, 
which was the post-medieval feature 0002 in Trench 2, which fell outside of the development 
footprint. The nature of this feature was not clearly identified from the limited area that was 
visible in section, but it appears to have been an approximately west-east aligned ditch, which 
was possibly related to an earlier west-east boundary associated with Vine Cottage. 

Conclusion and Recommendations  

The evaluation has shown that whilst there is potential in the archaeology to better understand 
the post-medieval occupation of the site, the proposed development does not impact on this and 
does not appear to affect any medieval deposits. The trenches already excavated have effectively 
sampled the footprint of the proposed buildings, particularly along the street frontage, where 
medieval remains were thought most likely to be encountered. As such, it is not recognised that 
further archaeological works are required if the current development proposals are adhered to. 

Rob Brooks 
Excavation Supervisor 
Field Team, Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service
October 2008 

Disclaimer 

Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone.  The need for further work will be determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors when a planning application is registered.
Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for 
inconvenience caused to clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that 
expressed in the report. 
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poooooooooooooooooooooteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteetetetetetettetettetetetetetttteeteeeeeeennntnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn ial use as a garden/orchard, or alternatively for agricultural purposeseseseseseee  relating to its possible 
use as a farm (Fig. 5).

There were no features on the site that could be attributed to the medieval period and only one 
artefact, which was unstratified, was medieval. One archaeological cut feature was recognised, 
which was the post-medieval feature 0002 in Trench 2, which fell outside of the development 
footprint. The nature of this feature was not clearly identified from the limited area that was 
visible in section, but it appears to have been an approximatellllellllly y y y yyy y y y y y yyy yyyyyyyyyy west-east aligned ditch, which 
was possibly related to an earlier west-east boundary associciciiciciciiciciiiciciciiatatataatatatatatatataatatataa edededededededededededdddedddd ww w w www www wwwwwwwwith Vine Cottage. 

Conclusion and Recommendatioooooooooooonnnnnnnnnnnnsssssssssssss  

The evaluation has shown that whilstststststststststttststststststststststtttstssss  ttttt t t tt t ttt t tt ttttttttheeheheheeheeheeeheererererererererereerereerereer ii i iiiiiiiiiiis s s s s ss s s ss popopopopopopopppoppopopopoopop ttttential in the archaeology to better understand y
the post-medieval occupation of ththththththththththththththhththththhtt e eeeeeeee e e e ee eeeeeeeeeee sisisisisisisisisisisisisisissisisisisisssssisssssssssis teteteteteteeteteteteteteteteeeeeeet , ,,, , , , , , , , ,,, , ,, thhhhhhhhhhhhhheeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeee proposed development does not impact on this and 
does not appear to affect any meeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeedididididididididididididididididdidididiidiididididididdiddidiiiidiid eveveveveveveveveveveveeveveveveveveveeveeveeeeeeveeveeeeeeeveveevalalalalalalalalalaalaalalalalalallaaalaalalalaallall d dddd dd dd dd dd d dddd ddd d dd dddddeeeeeeepeeeeeeeeee osits. The trenches already excavated have effectively 
sampled the footprint of the propooooooooooooooseseseseseseseseeseseseseseseseseseseseeeseseseseseeesed d d d d d d d d d d d dd d d dd d dddd d d dddddddddddd bubububububububububububbububububbubububububbububububububuububbbb ildings, particularly along the street frontage, where 
medieval remains were thought most llllllllllll lllllllllllikikiiiiikkikikiiikiiiiiikikiiikkely to be encountered. As such, it is not recognised that 
further archaeological works are required if the current development proposals are adhered to. 

RoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRRRRRRRoRoRRRRRRRRoob b bbb b bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb BrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBrBBBrBBBBBBBrB oooooooooooo ks 
ExExExExExExExExEExExExExExExExExExExExExExExExExExxExExxEExExxEE cacacacaccacacacacacacaccacacacacacacacaacaccacacccccccccccc vvvvvavvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv tion Supervisor 
FiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiiFiFiFiFiFiFiFFiiFiiiFFFiFiFieleleelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelelellelllelelellleleeelelellldddd dddddddddddddddddddddddddd Team, Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service
October 2008 

Disclaimer 

Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for furtherrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr a a a aa a aaarchaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone.  The need for further work kk kk k kkkkkkk kkkkkk wiwiwiwiwiiiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiiwiwwwiww llllllllllllll b bb bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors when a a a a a a a aaaaa plplplplplplplplplplplplplplpplanananananananananananananaaaannnnnininininininininnininnn ng application is registered.
Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting g g gg gggggggg seseseseseseseseseseseseeesses rvrvrvrvrvrrvrvrvrvrvrrrvrvrvrrvr icicicicciciciciciciciiiciciccceeee eeeeeeeee cannot accept responsibility for 
inconvenience caused to clients should the Planniiiiiiiiingngngngngngngngngnnngnnngng A A AA A AA A AA AAA AAututututututututututtutututuututuu hohohohohohhohohohohhohhhhhhh rity take a different view to that 
expressed in the report. 
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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 

LINDEN LEA, MELLIS ROAD, YAXLEY, SUFFOLK 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning consent (application 1083/06) has been granted by Mid Suffolk District Council for 
residential development at Linden Lea, Mellis Road, Yaxley, Suffolk (TM 120 743) with a PPG 16, 
paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried 
out (see accompanying plan). 

1.2 The proposed development area measures c. 0.14 ha., on the northern side of Mellis Road. The 
site is located at c. 48.00m AOD. The underlying geology comprises chalky till (loam to clay). 

1.3 The proposal lies within an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, within the historic settlement core and with frontage on the probable 
medieval green. The site of a medieval moated enclosure is recorded immediately to the south-
west (YAX 001).

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

1.5 A trenched evaluation is required of the development area. 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. 

1.6 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, the 
definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be defined 
and negotiated with the commissioning body. 

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

1.8 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 
this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the project. A Written 
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification 
of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted by the developers, 
or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council 
(Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work 
must not commence until this office has approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable 
to undertake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for 
measurable standards and will be used to satisfy the requirements of the planning condition. 

1.9 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to 
provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination. The developer should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impact on any archaeological 
deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservation Team of 
the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 
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Appendixxxxxxxxxxxxxx  111111111111111 –––––––––––––   BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBrief 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 TTTA TA TA TA TA TA TTA TA TTA TTA TA TA TTA TT I OI OI OI OI OI OOOOOOI OOOOI OI OOI O N  N  NN  N  NN  N  NNNNNNN T ET ET ET ET ET ET ET ET ET ET ET EET EETT A MAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA  

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trencheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed d d d dd d d d ddddddddddddd ddddd dddddddd EvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvEvvEvEvEvEvEvEEvvvEEvEvvEvvalalalalalalallalalalalalalalalalalaalalalalaallalallalalalaalaaaaluauuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu tion 

LINDEN LEA, MELLIS ROAD, YAXLEY, SUFFOLK 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning consent (application 1083/06) has been granted by Mid Suffolk District Council for 
residential development at Linden Lea, Mellis Road, Yaxleyeyeyeyyyeyeyeyeyeyyeyeyyyyyyyeyyyyyy,,,, , , , , ,, Suffolk (TM 120 743) with a PPG 16, 
paragraph 30 condition requiring an acceptable prograaaaaaammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmme e ee e e e e ee e ofofofofofoofofofofofofofofffofo  archaeological work being carried 
out (see accompanying plan). 

1.2 The proposed development area measures cccccccccccccc... . ... 0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.00.0.00000 141414141411414144144444 hhh hh h h hhhhhhhhhhhhaaaaaa.aaaaaaa , on the northern side of Mellis Road. The 
site is located at c. 48.00m AOD. The undededededededeedededeeededdddddd rlrlrrlrlrllrlrlrr yiyiyiyyyyyyyyyy nggngngngngngngngngngngngnng g g g gg g g g ggggg gggggggeeeeoeeeeee logy comprises chalky till (loam to clay).

1.3 The proposal lies within an areaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaeaeaeeaeeeaeeea ooooooofff f f f fffffff arararararaararaarrarrrraararaa chchchchchchchchchchchhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaeaeaeaaaaeeooooolooo ogical importance, recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, withinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn t t tttt thehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehhhee  hh hhhh h hhhhhh hhhiiiiiiisiiii tototototototototototototootot riririrririririririririrrrr c cccccccccccc settlement core and with frontage on the probable 
medieval green. The site ooooooooooofff f f ff ff f ffff f ffffffff aaaaaaaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa mememememememmemememmemememememmmemememmemmemmmmmmmmmmm didididididididididiididididdddd eeveveveveveveveeveveveeeveeeeeeeeee aaaaalaaaaa  moated enclosure is recorded immediately to the south-
west (YAX 001).

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

1.5 A trenched evaluation is required of the development area. 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 beeeeeee 
based upon the resululululululululululullululu tstststststststststststsss of the evaluation and will be the subject of an additional brief. 

1.6 All arrangemenenenenenenenenenenenennntstststststststststsststssstss fffffffforororororororooroororooror t t t t t tt ttt ttt t thhhhhhhehh  field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the eeeeeeeeee sisisisisisisisisisis teteteteteteteteteteteteee, ,, , , , ,,,,,,,,,,, thththththththththththhthhthhhhhe eeeeeeeeeeeee
definition ooooooooooooof f f f ff ffffff fff ffff ththththththttththththe eeeeeeeeeeeeee prprprprprprprprprprpprppppp eeceeeeeeeeeee ise area of landholding and area for proposed development are toooooooooooooooo b bb b b b bbb bbbbbbbbbeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeee dedededededededededededdddedeeefififififififififififif nnnnnennnn d 
and neeeeeeeeeeeeeegogogogogogogogogogoogoggogootititititititittitttttt atatatatatataataataaaaatedededededededededededededededdededdd with the commissioning body. 

1.7 DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDDeDeDeDeDeDeeDDD tatatatatatatatatatatatttailleddededededededededededdddedddede  sss sstandards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe e e e e ee eeeeeeeeeeee fofofofofofofofofofofofofffff unununnnunnnnnnnnnnnndd d dddddddd dd dd dd in Standards 
fofofofofofofoffofoffofofofoffor r r rrrrrrrrr FiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFiFFFFFFFFFFFFF eleleleleeelellee d Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeoooooooooooooooooooooooooolololooololololollololoolololololoolologygygygyyyygyygyygyy O O O OO O OOO OOOOOccccccccccccccccccaasasasasasasasasaasasasaasasaa ioiooiooioioioioioioional Papers 14, 
2020202020220202020202020220202003000000000000000 .

1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1.1...1.1.11.1.1.1.11.1.8 8 888 888 8 888 888 88 8 888888888888888 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the eeeeeeeeeeeee InInInInInInInnnnnInInInInInnInnI ststststststststtsttstststtstststststtsttstststtttttsttttitititttititittititttttittittttitittitittttitttiitututututututututututututututtututtutuuttuuttututututuuuuuuututtttutttteeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeee of Field Archaeologists 
this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execececececececececececececcccccccccccutututututututuututututututututututtututuututututututuuuutuuuttioioioioioioioiooioioioioioioioioioioiooiooioioioooiooiooioioooon nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn of the project. A Written 
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification 
of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted by the developers, 
or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council 
(Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work 
must not commence until this office has approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable 
to undertake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for 
measurable standards and will be used to satisfy the requirements of the planning condition. 

1.9 Before any archaeological site work can commence it isssisisisisssisssssss t tt t tttt t t t ttthehehehhehehehehhehe r rr r r r r rrrrrrrresponsibility of the developer to 
provide the archaeological contractor with either the e e cocococococococococococcocooocontntntntntntntntntntntamamamamamamamamamammamamaminininiiniiniini ated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contaminatitiitititiitiiiititiiiitiononononononononoonoooooonoo . ThThThThThhThThThThhThThThThThThhThThhhe eeeeeeeeeeeee developer should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contaminationnnnnnnn  isisisisisisissisisisisss lllllllllikikikikikikikikikikkkeleleleleleleleleleeleelllellely yyyyyyyyyyyyyy tto have an impact on any archaeological 
deposit which exists; proposals for samplingngngnggngngngnggngggg s s s s ss s sssssshohohohohohohohhohohhhoh ulululululululululullu ddddddddddddddddddd bbb b b bbbbbbbbbbe discussed with the Conservation Team of 
the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCASASASASASASASASASASASASASAAAASAAAAAAA /C/C/C/C/C/C//C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/ T)T)T)T)T)T)T)T)T)T)T)TT)T)TT)T  bbb b bb b bbbbb ffefffore execution. 

9



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

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

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

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

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

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

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

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

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

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

2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on this basis when 
defining the final mitigation strategy. 

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

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 70m2 of the total application 
area. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be 
the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless 
special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of c. 39m 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.
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1.10 The respoooooooooooonssnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnsnnn ibibibibibibibibibibbibbibbbibbilililiililllllitititititititititittiii y y y y y yy y yy y yy y yy fofofofofofofofofofofofoff r identifying any constraints on field-work (e.g. Scheduled Monumemememememememememememeemeemmmmentnntntntntnntntnnttnn  ssssssssssssssssssstatatatatatatatatatatatatatataaatututututututttututttutttttt s, 
Listed BBBBBBBBBBBBBBuiuiuiuiuiuiuuiu ldldldldlddldldldldl inininninnininniininniinng gg g g gg g g g ggg gggg stssssssssss atus, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders,  SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSISISISISISISISSISISIIIIIs,s,s,s,s,s,ss,s,s,sss,s  w w w w w w w w wwwwwwwwwwildlife 
sites s ss s s s sss sssssss &c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&c&&c&c&&& .,.,,.,,,, e e e e eeeee e eeeeeecccocccccccccc logical considerations rests with the commissioning body and iiiiiiiiiiitststststststsststststststssststststs aa a a a aaa aa arccrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcccrcrccrccchahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahhhh eological 
cococooooocooococooontntntntntntntntntnttntntntraraaaaaaaactctctctctctctctctctctctctcttctctcttcctc ororororororrorooooroo . The existence and content of the archaeological brief dododoododododododododododododododododododoood eseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee  nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnototototoooooooo  o ooooo ooooooovevevvevevevevevevevvv r-ride such 
cocccccccccccccccccccc nsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsstrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttttrrtt aaaaiaaaaaa nts or imply that the target area is freely available. 

1.1 1111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111  AAAAA AA A AAAAAA AAA AA AAAAAAAAAAny changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist may wiwiwwiwwwiwwwiwwwwwwwwwwww shshshshshshshshshhshshhshshshshshshhshshshshshhshshhshhhhhhh t tt t t ttttt ttt tt ttttt t tttttttttoo o o o o o o o o o o o o oo o oo oo oo ooooooooooooooooo ooooo make after approval 
bbbbbybbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/CT and the clilillililillillililillililiienenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenennnnenennennnenennnnnnnnnt t t t tt tt t t ttttt t ttt t ttttttt t t tttttttt ffofofofofofofofofffofofofofofofoffofofoffoffffoffofofofffor 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, 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 thththththththththththhthhthhheeeee eeeeeee poppppppppppppppppp ssible presence of masking 
colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmmmmmmmmmmeneenenenenenenenenenenenennnne tatatatatattatattatattt l lll l l l evevevevevevevevevvveveeveeevidddidididi ence.

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construcccccccct tt t tt t tt tt tttttt ananananananananananananannnn ararrararrrarrararrchchchchchchchchcchchchhchhchccccc aaaaaaaaea ological conservation strategy, dealing with 
preservation, the recording of archaaaaahaaahaaaaahaahahaahaaahahaeooooooooooololooloololololoooloooogigigigigigigigiggggigiggiiigicaccacacacacacacacacaaaaal ll l lllllll lll dedededededededededededeeeded posits, working practices, timetables and orders 
of cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried tttttttttttttttttttttttthrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrrrhhrhhhhrhrrrhrrououououououoouoouooouououooououououououououuouououuuuuuughghghghghghghghghghghghghghghhghghhhghghghhghghghghghghghhhhghghhghhhhgh iiii i iiiiiiiiii ii n a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeologicalalalaalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalaaalalall P P PPPP PP P P PP PPPP PPPPPPPPPPPPP PPPPPPPPPPPrororororororororororororooooroorororoorororororororooorooor jejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejejjjejejjjjjjjejjjjejjjjjjej cts, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before eeeeee pprprpprprppprprprppppppp oceeding 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 commennnnnnnnnnncececececececcececececcececc ment of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contrrrrrracacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaactotototototototototototot r r mammmmmmmmmmmmmmm y be monitored.

2.8 If the approveeeeeeeed d d d d d d d ddddddddddddd eeeveeeeeeee alalalaalalallalalllallaalaluauauauauauauauuauaauauauauaaaatitt on design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the ininininininininnninininnnnnnnststststststsststsststss anananananananannannaaa cececececececeececcececcecc  
of trenchingngngngngngngngngngngngngngng b b b bb b  b b b bbbb bbbbbbeieieieieieieieieieieieie ngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngggggg i ii iincomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively thththhthththththe e e e e e e e e eeeeeee prprprprprprprprprpprrpprprppreseseseseseseseseseseseseseee eneneneneneneneneneeneeneneeneeee ce 
of an arrararrararraararararrchchchchchchchchchchchchhaaaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaa olololololololollloloolollogogogogogoogogogogogooo ical deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on ttttttttttttthihhhhhhhhhhhh s ssssssssssss babababababababababbaabaabb sisisisisisisisisisisisisssisiisisissss sssssssssss when 
defiififiiifiiininnininnnininnnininninnnnn ngngngngngngngngngngngnngnng t t t t theheheheheheheheheeeeeheeeeee ff fffffffffininininninininini al mitigation strategy. 

2......99999 99 999 99 9999 99999 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnnAAnAnAAAn o o o o o oo oo o o o oooutututututututututututututuutu llllililllll ne specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is settttttttttttt ooo o o oo o oo ooooooo oooooutututututututututuutututtutututttuttut b bb b bb bb b bbb b bbb b bbb beleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee owowowowowowowwwwwwwww.  ....

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.3333333.3333  SSS SSS S SSSSSSSSS SSSSSS pecification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 70m2222222222222222222222222222 of the total application 
area. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be 
the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless 
special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of c. 39m 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 sssssssssssssshould be included in the Written 
Scheme of Investigation and the detailed trench design muststttstststtsttststssst b bb b b b b bb bbbbe eeeeeeeeeeee apapapapapapapaaapppppproved by SCCAS/CT before 
field work begins. 

3.3 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using annannnnnnnnnnn a a aaa aaaaaaaaaaaapppppppppppppppppppppppprorororororororrorooorororoprprppppp iate machine with a back-acting arm 
and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the inteteteteteteteteteteeteerfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfffacacacacacacacaacacccce e e eee e e eeeeeeee lalalalalalalaalaalaaalaaal yer between topsoil and subsoil or other 
visible archaeological surface. All machine e e e e eee eeeeee e e exexexexexexexexxxxexeexxeee cacacaaaaaaaaaaaavavavavavavavavvavavavavvvvvatititititititititiitiiooooonoo  is to be under the direct control and 
supervision of an archaeologist. The ttopsosososososoooososososoilillilllilililililiiii  s s s ss ss s s sssshohohohohohohohohohhhohhohoooohohohohohohhoulululululululululuulluululddddd ddddddddddddd be examined for archaeological material.
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3.4 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned 
off by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by 
hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine. The 
decision as to the proper method of excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist 
with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

4. General Management 

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work commences, 
including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not less than five 
days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for monitoring the 
project can be made. 
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3.4 The e e e e eeeeee eeeeee totototototototototototot ppppp pppppp ofofofofofofofofofofofofofooof t t t ttt ttt ttttttthehehehhehhehhehhhehhhhhhh  first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but musssssssssssssssssssst tttt t ttttttt thththththththththththttttt enenenenennennnnnennnnn bb b b b b bbb bb b bbbbbbeeeee eeeeeeeeeee cleaned 
ofofofoffofofofofofofoffofofffofffff f ff fffff f ffff ffffff bybybybybybybybybybybybybbybbb  hhhhhhhhhhhhhananananananananananananaanaaa d.dd   There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological depepeppppppppppppppppososososososososososososoososossooossititiitiititittiti s s ssss ss sss wiwiwiwiwiwwwiwiwwiwiwiwiwwwwwwwww llllllllllllllll be done by 
hahahahahahahahahhahahhahah ndndndndnddndnddndndndndnddndndnddnndn  u u uu u uuu unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidencececeeeceeeeeeeceeeeeeeee bbbbb b b b bbbb bb bb bbbb by usususususususususususususuuu ininininnnnng g g g g g g g gg ggg gggggg a aaaaaaaaaaaa machine. The 
dedededededededeededededededeeeeed ciciciccciciccicic sion as to the proper method of excavation will be made by thththththththththththththththththhthhht e ee eee e eee e e e e e e eee sesesesesesesesesesesesesesesessesessesessssses nininininininininininnnnnnnnnininin orororror pppppppppppppppprrrrrorrrrrrrrrrr ject archaeologist 
with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3.33.3.3.33.3.3.3.3.3333 55555 5 5 5 55 5 555 55 55555 5555 55555555555 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cauauauauuauauauuuuauuuuuuuuuuuuuseseseseseseseseseseseseeseseseseseeseseseessseseseeessseessseeseeee t t t t tttt ttt tt t t t tt ttt t t ttt t t ttttthhehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  minimum disturbance 
to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological features, e.g. solid 
or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact even if fills
are sampled. 

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

3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampmpmpmpppmpmppmpppppppppppppppppleleleleleleleleleleeed for palaeoenvironmental remains. 
Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretableeeeeeeeee a a aaa a a aa a aaaaaanndndndnndndndndnnnn  d d ddd ddddddddddatable archaeological deposits and 
provision should be made for this. The contractor ssssssssssshahahahahaahahahahaahhaaaaallllllllllllllllllllllllll  s s ss s s sssssshohohohohohohohohohohoohohoowww wwwwwwww what provision has been made for r
environmental assessment of the site and musssssssst ttt tttttttttttt tttt prprpprprprpprpppppp ovovovovvvvovovvvvvvvoovvidididididididididdddidddiddde eeeeeeeeeeeeee details of the sampling strategies for 
retrieving artefacts, biological remains (f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f(f((f( oroororororororororororororrorro  ppppppppppppppppppalaaalaaaaaaaaaaa aeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic 
investigations), and samples of sedimeeeeeeeeeentntntntntntntntntntntts sssssssssssss ananannnanananannannnnd/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d//d/d/d/d oooor soils (for micromorphological and other 
pedological/sedimentological analyses.s.s.s.s.s.s..s........ AA A A AAAAA A AAAAAAdvdvdvdvdvdvdvdvdvdvdvdvd iccccccccce e e e e e e e eeee e eeeeeee oooooooooono  the appropriateness of the proposed strategies 
will be sought from J. Heathcoteeeeeteeeeeeeeeeteteeeeeetete, EEEEEEEEEEEngngngngngngngngngngngngnnngglililililililillliil shshshshshshshshshshhhhhhh HHH H HHH H H H HHHHHHHHeeeeeeereeee itage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science 
(East of England).  A guide e e e e ee e e e ee eee ee e tototototototototototototototototooo ss sss ss s s ssssssssssssamamamamamamamammamamamammmmaaaaa plplpplplplplplplplplplplpplpp inininininininnininninng gggggggggggggg archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, 
P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmplplplplplplplplplplplplplpllplplplpplplpllplppplllppppp inininininininininininininninnninninnnninnninnininniniinnniniininnnnng g ggg g g ggggggggg ggg g gg gg arararararrrrrarrarrrararrrrrrrchhhhhchhhhchhhhhhhhaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available 
for viewing from SCCAS. 

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

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

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

3.11 Human remainsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnssss m mmmmmmmmmussusususususususussusuu ttt ttttt ttttttt bebbbbbbbbbb  left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration aaaaaaaaaaaaarerererererererererereree ttttttttto oo oo oo ooo bebebbebebebebebebbebebebebebbeee u
expected, orororororororororooooroorororoooo  i    n ththhthththhthhththththhhthhe ee e e eeeeeeeeee eeeeevee ent that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of sasasasasasasasaasasasaasaassasaaatttttitttttt sfsfsfsfsffsfsfsffssss acacacacacacaccacacaaaccaca tototototottottototottotottt ry 
evaluatitiiitittititiiiononononononnonononononononnn oo o ooo o ooooof f fff f f f f fff thththtthththththttttt e site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and cooooooooooompmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmppmmpm lylylylylylylylyyyllyylyyyyy w w w w w wwww w www w www wititititititititititittth, the 
provvvvvvvvvvisisissssisisssissi ioioiooioiooooiooiooonsnsnsnsnsnssss o o ooooooooooooooof fffffffffffff SSSeS ction 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3...1211111111111111111  PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPlalalalalalallallaaaaaaansnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnsnsnsnsssnnnnnnnn  o o oooooooof any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at t t t 1:111111111111111111111 2000000000000200 o o o o o o o oo oo oor rrrrrrrrrrrrrrr 1:1:1:1:1:1::1:1::1:1:1::1:11 50505050505050505050505505050555555 , depending on 
thththhththththhthththhthhheeee eeeeeeee complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should bebeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee d d d dd d d d d d dd d dd ddraararararararararrrrrrarrrarrrr wwwwwwnwnwnwnwnwnwwwwwwwwwww  a a a aaaaaaaaaaaat t t t t ttt tttttt t 1:11:11:111:1:1111 10 or 1:20 again 
dddddedddddddd pending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should rrrrrrrrrrrrr rrrrrreleleleleleelelelelelleleleelelelelelleeleleeleee atataatatatatatattatatatatataataatatatatatatatataaaaate eeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeee tototooootooootoootootoooooooo OOOO OOOOOOOOO OOOrdnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

3.33333333333333 131313113131313131313131331313131313313311313313113311331  A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of bothhhhhhhhhh monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 

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

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

4. General Management

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agrrrrrrrrrrrrrreeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed dddddddd bebebebebebebebeebebebeebebebbebebefofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffooofoore the first stage of work commences, 
including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archahahaaaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeeoeoeoeoeoeoeeoeeeoeooolololoololololollogigigigggigigigigigigiggiggig cacacacacaccaacc l contractor will give not less than five r
days written notice of the commencement of f ffffff ffff thththththththtthththttt e e e wowowowowowowowowowowowwooowwwow rk so that arrangements for monitoring the
project can be made. 
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4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this office, 
including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to have a major 
responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must also be a statement 
of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other archaeological sites and 
publication record. 

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

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

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

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

5. Report Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the Written Scheme of Investigation. 

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

5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given.  No further site 
work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results are assessed and the need for 
further work is established. 

5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assessment of 
potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-technical 
summaries.  

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

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

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

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

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

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

5.12 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. 
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4.2 The comppppppppppppososososososososososososossosooo ititittititititititiittttittioioioioioioioioooooioioooon nn n nn nnnnnnn ofofofofofofofofofofofofofoooooo  the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed byybybybybybybybybyyyyyyyy t t tttt t t ttt ttthihihihihihihihihhhihihisss  s ofofofofofofofofoffofofofofofofofffifififififififififffifffffficcec , 
includinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng g g ggg g gg g gg ggg ananananananaananana y y y yy y y y y y y yyyyy susususususususususuususuuususususubcbb ontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likelyy tttttttttttttoo o o oooo ooooooooo hahahahahahahahahhahahhhh vevevevevevevevevevevevevevvve aa a aa aa aaaaaaa aaaaaaa major 
resppppppppppppppponononononononononononononooooooononsissisisisisisisisissiissss bibibibibibibibiiiibilililililililiililililitytytytytytytytytytytytytytytty for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must alslslslslsslssssslslslssssso ooooo o oo oooooooooo bbebebebebebebebebbeb  aaaaaaa aa aaaaaaaaaaa sss ssssssssstat tement 
offofofofofoffofofoof t t t t ttt ttttthehehehhehehehhehhhhhehhhhheiririririririrriririrriririrrir r r r r r rr r rrrreeeeeeseee ponsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrccccccccchaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeee loloooooooooogigigigigigigiggigigigiggigggigg ccccacacacacacacaccc l sites and 
pupppppppppppppppppppp blblblblblblblblblbbblbblliciccicicicicciccicicicicccicccaaaaataaaaaa ion record. 

4.44444444444444 3 333 3 333333 3 333333 3 3 3333333333333 IttItItItIttItItItItItItItItItItIIIItIItttt i s the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adeququuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuatatatataatatatatattatataatatataataatatte e ee e e e e ee e e ee eee eeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeee rererererererererererereerererererererererrereeereererereer sossssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss urces are available 
tototototototototototottttotototototottttootottttotttt  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 prppppp epepepepepepepepeppeppepepppararararaaraarararararaaaaa eddededededededdedededdded c c c c cc ccccc c c consistent with the principles of English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Proororororoorororoojejejejejejejeejejejeectctctctctctctctctcctctcc ssss,,, ,, , 19191919191919191919191911119991999999999999999  (particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 
4.1).

5.2 The report should reflect the aimsmssmsmsmsmsmsmsmsssmsmsmssmsmsmsmssmm  o o o o o oo o o o ooooooofffff tttttttttttttttttttttttheheheheheeheheheheheehehehh  WW W W W WWW WWWW WWWWWWririririririririririrrrir tttttttttttttttttttttttttttteeen Scheme of Investigation. fffff

5.3 The objective account of theeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee a a a a a aa a a aaaaa aa aaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrrcrcccrccrcrcrcrcrccrcrcrcccrcccchahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahhaahahahaahahahahahahhaaaahaahhaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeoeoeoeoeoeeeeeeeoological 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 innnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnclclclclclclclclcclclcclclcclc udududuuudududuuu e e e e e e eeee e a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidencccccce,e,eee,e,e,e,e,e,e,eee,eee    
including an assssssssssssesesesesesesesesesesesesesese smsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmssssmssmenenenenenenenenenenenennenenenttt tttttttt of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from palaeosols and dd dd dd d d ddd cucucucucucuccucucccccccc t ttt ttt tt t 
features. Its cocooooooooooooooooooooncncncncncncncnncncncnnclulululululuuusisissisisissssisisisisssis ononononononononnnoonnonononoo s must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of f thththththhththtthtththhthththhthhhht e eeeeeeeeeee sisisisisissisisiis teteteteteteteteetetetetettett , 
and the signgngngngngngnngngngngngngngnififififiifififfififfiffifffficicicicicicicci anananananananananananannanannanccccecccccccccc  of that potential in the context of the Regional Research Framemememememememeemememmewowowowowowowowowowowowowoowoowowwow rkrkrkrkkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkk ( ( ( ( ( (( (((((((((EaEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE st 
Anglian n n nn nn n n n ArArArArArArArArArArArArrrcchchchchhchchhcc aeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeeaeaeeaeeaeeoloolololoooooooo ogy, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 ThhhThThThThThThThThhhhTThe e eee e e e eeeeeee rerererererereeeeeeeeeeeeesususususussusususususususuusssssssssultltltltltltltltltltllltllllltttltl s of the surveys should be related to the relevant known aaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrr haaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeoeeoeoe lololololololololololooooooogigigigigigigiggigigigigiggigigigg cacacacacacacacacacacaccccccaccacc lllll llllll information 
heheheheheheehehehehehhehehheldldldldldldldldldldldldd i i iiii i iiiii n nnnnnnnnnnnnn the County HER.

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.555.5.55.5.5555555.5555 8 888888 8 88 888 8888 888888888888888888888888888888 AAAAAAAAA AAAAAAAAAAAAA copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the e e eeeeeeeeeeeeee rererererererererererererrerererrrererereerererrrrer popopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopopoooopoooooooop rtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrtrtrrrrrtrrtrrrtrttrrrrttt..... .....   

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

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

5.11 The project manager should consult the County HER Officer regegegegegegegegegegegegegegeeeeee arding the requirements for the 
deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, organisationononononnononononononononononnnoo ,,,, ,,,,,,,, lalalallalalalallalllall bebebbebebebbebebbb lling, marking and storage) of 
excavated material and the archive. 

5.12 Every effort must be made to get the agreement ofofffffffff t tttt t tttt tt ttttthehehehehehehehehehehehhhehhhh  l ll l ll llanananananananaanannnananaanaa dodododddddddddddd wner/developer to the deposition of 
the finds with the County HER or a museummmmmmm i  n nn n nn n n n nnn SSuSuSuSuuSuSSuSSuSufffffffffffffffffffffffffffolololololololoololololoooo k kkkkkkkkkkkk which satisfies Museum and Galleries 
Commission requirements, as an indissolubllblblbllblblblblblblblbbbbb e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeee ppapapappppppppp rtrtrttrtrtrtrt ooo o ooo oo ooooooooofff fffffffff thththhhhththe full site archive.  If this is not achievable 
for all or parts of the finds archive thtththttttthtttthtththtttthhennnnnnnnnnnn ppp p p p ppp p ppp pprorororororororoorrrrrrr vivivivvivviviivvivivivvivvviv sisisisisisisisisisissssssss oooooooooonooooo  must be made for additional recording (e.g. 
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photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the County Historic Environment Record is
the repository for finds there will be a charge made for storage, and it is presumed that this will 
also be true for storage of the archive in a museum. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

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

Date: 3 March 2008     Reference: /LindenLea-Yaxley2008(revised) 

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

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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photogggggggggggggraararararararararararararrrr phphphphphphphpphphphhhp y,y,y,y,y,y,yy,y,y,yyyyyyy, ii i i ii ii iiii illlllllllllllllllllllllllllllluuuusu tration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the County Historic Environmnmnmmnmnmnmmnmmmmmmmmmmeneneneeneneneeneneenene  tt t t ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReeRRRRR cccccocc rd is
the rererererererererererereeeeeeeepopopopoop sisisisisisisisisisisisisisss tototototoototototototootoootooorrrrrryrrrrrrrr  for finds there will be a charge made for storage, and it is preseesssssssumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumuummmu ededededededdddddddd t t t t tttt ttttthahahahahahahahahahahaahahahahhahhhh t this will 
alalalalalalaalalalalalalaala sosososososososososososoossoo b bbbbbbbbbbbbe e e e e ee e e e e eeeeeeeeeee trtrtrtrtrrtrtrttrtrtrrrue for storage of the archive in a museum. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.55 1313131313131313131313131311313131113133111311  TT TTTTTT TTTTTTTTTThehehehehhehehhhhhhh  site archive is to be deposited with the County HER within threrererererererererererererererrrrrr e eeeee e e eee e e e e e e eee eeee momommmomommmmomomomomomommommommmmmmmmmmmontntnntntnnnnnnnnntnnnntnnnntn hsssssssssssssss ooooo ooooooooooooof the completion of 
fieldwork.  It will then become publicly accessible. 

55.5.5.555.55555555.5555 14141414141414141414141414141414141414144141444144414444114414111144141144   W       here positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it bebeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevavavavavvavavavavvavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavvavvavvavavvvvv luation 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 iiiiiiiiincncncncncncncncncncncncncncnnncnnnnn luded with the report, which must be 
compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integration ininininnnininnnininnnnninn t tttt tt t t tttthehehehehehehehehehehehheh  CC CC CCCC CCCCCCCCCCounty HER.  AutoCAD files should 
be also exported and saved into a format that can bebebebebeebebebebeebeb  ccccc c c cccccccccccananananannnnnnnnnn b b b bb bbb bbbbe eeeeeeee imported into MapInfo (for example, 
as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or alreadyyyyyyyyyyy t tt t t ttttt tttttttttrararararararararararrarrarraraaaansnsnssnsssssnsnssnnn fefefefefefefefefefefeferrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrred to .TAB files.

5.17 At the start of work (immediately beffffffffffffffffororororororooroooo e eeeeeeeeee ffififififififffffiff elelelelelelelelelelelelelelllllldwdwdwdwddwdwdwdwdwddwddwdddddddd ork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ musususususususususuususuusususssuussust t t t t t t tttttttt bebebebebebebebeeebebeee i i i i iii ii iiinitiated and key fields completed on Details, /
Location and Creators forms. 

5.18 All parts of the OASIS onliiiiineneneneneneneneneneeeneneneneneneneneneneeeneeeee ffffffff ff ffffffffffff ffffffffffforororoooooooroorororoooooooooooooooooo mmm mm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm mumumumumuumummumummmmmmmmmm st be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploadedededededededededededededededdedededededdedddeddeddededde  . . ..... ..........pdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpddpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdppdpdpdpdddddpp ff f ff f f ff f f f fffffff f f f f fff fff ff ff vvvvvvvevvvvvvvvvvvvvvv rsion of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

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

Date: 3 March 2002020000002000000080808080808080080800000008000      Reference: /LindenLea-Yaxley2008((((((((((rererererererereeeererereeerevivivivivivivivvivivvivivivvviseseseseseseseseseeeseseeeses d)d)d)d)d)d)d)d)d)d)d)d))ddddd  

This briiiiiiefefefefefefeefeeefefeefefefeffeeeeff a aaaaaaaaaaaandndndndndndnddddddddn  ss sss ssssss s ssssspecification remains valid for six months from the above date.e.e.e.e.eee.e.e.e.e.e.ee.   IfIfIfIfIIfIffI  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwooooroooooooooo k is not 
cacacacacaacacacacacacacacacacaacacacacacaaacac rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ieeeeeeeeeeeeeed d d d d ddd dd ddddddd ououououououuouououuououut t t tt ttt ttttt ttttt inininininininininnini  full within that time this document will lapse; the authorororororororororororororororrororrrrorororoo itititititiititiititititititititiititititititty yyyyyyyyyyyyyy shshshshshshshshshshsshshhss ououououououououououuuuouuuldldldldldldldlddldldlddldd b bbe notified 
anananannanannanananananannannanannannnnanannnd d ddd dddddddddd a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa reeeeeeereeeeeeevivvivvivivvivivivvvivivvvvvv sssssessss d 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. 





Appendix 2 - YAX 019 database 

Context Feature Trench Identifier Type Description Over Under Excavator Recorded by Date
0001 Finds Unstratified finds collected from RB 15/09/2008

Trenches 1, 2 and 3.

0002 0002 2 Feature Cut Feature cut seen at the north end of RB RB 15/09/2008
Trench 2 and possibly also in the north 
end of Trench 3. Steep-sided at 
approximately 45-50°. Base not reached 
because reached water table and for safety 
reasons. Only seen in final 3 metres of 
trench, but appeared to extend north 
beyond this. Possibly east-west aligned. 
Hand excavated to c.1m below ground 
level and then machine excavated. Colour
 digital and monochrome film 
photographs taken.

0003 0002 2 Fill Top fill of 0002 in Trench 2. Grey/brown 0004 RB RB 15/09/2008
 sandy clay. Regular small stones and 
chalk flecks (5-20mm diameter). 
Occasional large (80mm diameter) sub-
angular flints. Water-logged in base 0.1-
0.2m.  Hand and machine excavated. 
Contained pottery, bone, ceramic building
 material and Fe objects. Root disturbance 
prevalent through top half of fill.

0004 0002 2 Fill Lowest known fill of 0002 in Trench 2. 0003 RB RB 15/09/2008
Mid-dark grey silty-sandy clay. 
Occasional small stone inclusions (10mm 
diameter). Heavily water-logged. Machine
 excavated. The top of this fill was 
recorded at c.1.0m below ground level.
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9 databbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassssssssssssssssssssssssssseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee  

entifier Type Description Over Under Excavator
Finds Unstratified finds collected from 

Trenches 1, 2 and 3.

ature Cut Feature cut seen at the north end of RB
Trench 2 and possibly also in the north 
end of Trench 3. Steep-sided at 
approximately 45-50°. Base not reachachhachchachachachachachhhchhchca ed ededededededed ed eddedddeee
because reached water table and fd fd ffd ffd fd ffddd or oror or or orrororo safsafsafsafsafsafafsafsafsafafsaffffsaffaaaaas etyeteeeeeeeeeeee  
reasons. Only seen in final 3       metmetmetmetmetmetmetmetmetetmetmetmetetmetmememm resresresresresresresesresresresresresre  ofoooooooooo  
trench, but appeared to xtxtextextxtextextxtexttexxexx endendendendendendendendendenenee  no no no no nonononoo noooononon nnnnn rthrtrtrr  
beyond this. Possiblyyyyyyyyylyyyyyy ea ea ea ea ea ea ea eaea eaeaeaa st-st-st-st-st-tstttssss wesweswesweswesweswesweswesweweewwwwwwww t attttttt ligned.
Hand excavatttttttttted edededeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee to to to to to tototoott c.1c.1c.1c.1c.1c.1c.1c.1c 1c.cccc m bm bm bm bm bm bm bm bm bm bm bbm bbmmmmmmmmm eloeeeee w ground 
level and ththththhththhhthhththththththht en en en en n n en n nn nnnnnnnnnn macmamamaamamamamamamamamamamammm hinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinhinnninnhh e eeeeeeeeee xcavated. Colour
 digital ndndndndndndandndndndndndndndndnddnddddndndddndndnd mo momo mo mo mo mo mo mo mo mo momomo mo mo mo mo mo mmmmm nocnocnocnocnocnocnocnocnocnocnococnocnocnocococnocnocnocnocnocnooon hrohhhhhhh me film 
photograppppppppppppphs hs hs hs hs hs hs hshs hs hshshshshshhshshhhhhhhh taktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktaktakktakktakakaktaktaktakkktaktaktakakkaaat en.enenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenenneneneneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

Fill Top fill of 0002 in Trench 2. Grey/brown 0004 RB
 sandy clay. Regular small stones and 
chalk flecks (5-20mm diameter). 
Occasional large (80mm diameter) sub-
angular flints. Water-logged in base 0.1-
0.2m.  Hand and machine excavated. 
Cononononononononononnnnno tained pottery, bone, ceramic building
 ma ma mamamamama mamamammmmmm terertererrererereee ial and Fe objects. Root disturbance 
prepreprererepreprepreprereprereppr valvavavavavavavavvvvvvvv ent through top half of fill.

Fill Lowest known fill of 0002 in Trench 2. 000000000000000000000000000000000000 33333333333333333 RB
Mid-dark grey silty-sandy clay.
Occasional small stone inclusions (10mm 
diameter). Heavily water-logged. Machine
 excavated. The top of this fill was 
recorded at c.1.0m below ground level.
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Context Feature Trench Identifier Type Description Over Under Excavator Recorded by Date
0005 2 4 5 Layer A subsoil/topsoil mixed layer found in RB RB FG 15/09/2008

sporadic lenses in Trenches 2, 4 & 5. A 
mid grey sandy clay that was root 
disturbed and did not contain any finds 
beyond CBM flecks, which were not 
sampled.
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entifier TyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTyTTTTTTT pepepepepepepepeepepepepepeppppppp Description vvvOvOvOvOvOvvvvvvOvvOvvOvvOvvererererererererererrerererererererererererererrrrrrrrrrrerrrrrrere Under Excavator
LayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayLayyLayyLayyyyyLayyLaLayLayaLaLaL ereeeeeeeee A subsoil/topsoil mixed layer found in RB

sporadic lenses in Trenches 2, 4 & 5. A 
mid grey sandy clay that was root 
disturbed and did not contain any finds t
beyond CBM flecks, which were not 
sampled.
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