
SCCAS Report No. 2008/260 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION REPORT 
______________________________________

LAND ADJACENT 2 THE STREET, MONKS ELEIGH 

MKE 027 

A REPORT ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION, 2008 

Rhodri Gardner 
Field Team 

Suffolk C.C. Archaeological Service 

 © October 2008 

Lucy Robinson, County Director of Environment and Transport 
St Edmund House, County Hall, Ipswich, IP4 1LZ. 

___________________________________

SCCAS Report No. 2008/260 
OASIS ID No.: suffolkc1-49553

SCCAS Report No. 2008/260

ARCHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION REPORT 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNND ADJACENT 2 THE STREET, MONKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEELLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIGH 

MKE 027 

A REPORT ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION, 2008 

Rhodri Gardner 
Field Team 

Suffolk C.C. Archaeological Service

 © October 2008 

Lucy Robinson, County Director of Environment and Traansnsnsnsnsnsnssnsnssssnsssssssssssnsspopopppppopoppppppopppppppp rtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrttttttrt 
St Edmund House, County Hall, Ipswich, IP4 1LZLZLZLZLZLZLZZLZZLZLZLZLZZZLZZZZLZZZ. .. . . . .

____________________________________

SCCAS Report No. 2008/260 
OASIS ID No.: suffolkc1-49553





SCCAS Report No. 2008/260 

Contents
List of Figures          i 
List of Tables           i 
List of Contributors          i 
Acknowledgements          i 
Summary           ii 
SMR information          ii 

1.  Introduction          1 
2.  Methodology          2 
3.  Results          3 
4. The Finds          4 
4.  Conclusions and Recommendations      5 

Appendix 1: Brief and Specification       6 

List of Figures 
1.  Site location          1 
2.  Site detail and trench location       2 
3.  Feature [0005]         3 

List of Tables 
1. Finds Quantities         4 

List of Contributors 
All Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS hereafter) unless otherwise 
stated.

Rhodri Gardner Senior Project Officer 
Richenda Goffin Finds manager 

Acknowledgements
This project was funded by Orwell Housing Association and was monitored by Dr Jess 
Tipper of the SCCAS Conservation Team. 

Thanks are also due to the client’s agents Last and Tricker Partnership and Oxbury and 
Company for their help and clear communication throughout. 

The project was directed by Rhodri Gardner and managed by John Newman, who also 
provided advice during the production of the report. Rhodri Gardner carried out the 
evaluation.

i

SCCAS Report No. 2008/260

Contents
List of Figures s          i 
List of Tablbblbblblblbllesesesesesesesesesessesesesesessese            iiiiiiii 
List of CoCoCoCoCooCoCooCoCoCoCooCoooCoCoCCCCC ntntntntntntntntntnttntnttnnttrirririririririrriririr bubububububububububububububuubuuubbububuutotototototototototottototototoooooooooottttt rs          iiiiii iii
Acknowwowowowowowowowwowowowowowowowoowowowowwwwleleleleleleleleleleleleeeeeeeeeedgdggdgdgdgdgdgdggdgdgdgdgdgdgdddgdddddgdgdgdggd emememeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ents          iiiii i iiiiiiiiiii
SuuuuuuuuuuuuuuSuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmarararararararrararararararaarararaara y y yy y y y y y yy yyyyy yyyyyy            iii 
SMSMSMSMSMSMSMSMSSMSMSMSSMSMSMSMMSMMMMMMR R R R RRRRRR R R RRRRRRRRRRR ininininininininininnnininnnfofoffofofofofofofofofoffffff rmation          i  i 

111111.1111111111111   Introduction           1 
2.  Methodology          2 
3.  Results          3 
4. The Finds          4 
4.  Conclusions and Recommendations      5 

Appendix 1: Brief and Specification       6 

List of Figures 
1.  Site location          1 
2.  Site detail and trench location       2 
3.  Feature [0005]          3 

List of Tables 
1. Finds Quantities         4 

List of Contributors 
All Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS hereafter) unless otherwise
stata ed.

Rhodri Gardner Senior Project Officer 
Richenda Goffin Finds manager 

Acknowledgements
This project was funded by Orwell Housing Association and was monitored by Dr Jess 
Tipper of the SCCCCCCCCCCCACCCCCCC S Conservation Team. 

Thanks arerererererereeerereree a a a a aaaaaa a aaaaaaaalslslslslslslslslsllsslssssslslsssso oo o oo o o o o o oooooo ooooo dududududududududududdududududuudududududddduddud e to the client’s agents Last and Tricker Partnership and Oxburrururururururururururuurry y y y yy y y y y yyyyy yyy yyy aaanananananaanaaaaaaaaaa d dd dd d d d d dd ddddddddddd
Companannnananananannnnanannnaaaaaa y y yy yy yy y yy yyy fofofofofofofofofofofofofofooffoor r rrr rrrr rr rrr ththththththththththththttthtthththtthhhheeeeeeeieeeeeeeeee r help and clear communication throughout. 

ThhhhhhhhhhhThhhhhe e e e e e e ee e ee eeeee prprprprprprprprrrrrrrrrojojojojojojojojojojojojojojoojojojojojoojececececeeececececececeeceeeeeee t was directed by Rhodri Gardner and managed by John Newmwmwmwmwmwmwmwmwmwmwmwmmmwmmmwmwmmananaanananananananaanaanaa , , ,,,,,,,, whwhwhwhwhwhhwhwhwhwhwwhwhwwhwhwhwhwhhwhhwhwhw o also 
ppprprprpprprppppppprppp ovovovovovovovovovovvvvvvovvovvvvididdididdidididididididididdiiii edededeededeeddedeedededdeee  advice during the production of the report. Rhodri Gardnerr ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccarararararararararrararararraaarrririririririririririiriiririrrrr edededededededededededededededddddd oo o ooo o oo oooooooouutututututututututututtttttt the 
evevevevevevevevevevvevevevevevveveveveeveveeeeeeeeevalalalalalalaaaalalalllalaaa uation.

i



SCCAS Report No. 2008/260 

Summary
Monks Eleigh, Land Adjacent to 2 The Street (TL 9673 4762; MKE 027) 
A trial trench evaluation (a single 10m long trench) was carried out at the above site in 
advance of a planning application made for residential development. A single post-
medieval feature was found, most probably relating to ephemeral garden/agricultural 
activity. The prominent slope observed on site was thought to be natural in origin as no 
obvious terracing or landscaping could be observed. No further work was recommended 
provided that the proposed development did not involve any major landscaping that 
might afford an opportunity for inexpensive monitoring of a wide area. 
(Rhodri Gardner, SCCAS for Orwell Housing Association, report no: 2008/260) 

SMR information 
Planning application no. B/08/00225/FUL
Date of fieldwork: 15th of September 2008 
Grid Reference: TL 9673 4762 
Funding body: Orwell Housing Association 
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1 Introduction 

An application has been granted for residential development on land adjacent to 2 
The Street, Monks Eleigh. The site is centred on approximately NGR TL 9673 4762 
and comprises approximately 580m2.

The site lies on land that slopes quite sharply from c. 44m AOD at the northern end 
of the site to 40m OD at road level at the southern end. Much of this fall is over the 
last 20m near the street. The site encompasses part of the garden of No 2 The 
Street. The site is bounded by No 2 to the west, another garden to the north, open 
land to the east and the main thoroughfare of The Street to the south. 

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

The site lies in an area of archaeological importance, as recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record (HER), within the historic settlement core of the village 
and close to the medieval church (MKE 007). There was therefore considered to be a 
high potential for the preservation of medieval or possibly earlier occupation deposits 
within the site. 

As a result a condition requiring archaeological evaluation was made and outlined in 
a Brief and Specification produced by Dr Jess Tipper of the SCCAS Conservation 
Team (dated 05/08/08). The SCCAS Field Team was subsequently commissioned to 
carry out the work by the client Orwell Housing Association. 
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2 Methodology 

Trial trenching was carried out on the 15th of September 2008. A single 10m long 
trench was excavated using a 1.8m wide ditching bucket fitted to a 1800 tracked
mechanical excavator (JCB). 

All mechanical excavation was carried out under close mechanical supervision until 
the top of the first undisturbed archaeological deposit or natural subsoil was 
revealed. Hand cleaning of the upstanding sections and base of the trench was 
carried out where necessary in order to clarify the nature of the deposits and identify 
incised features. The trenches were located by simple triangulation from existing 
boundaries. 

The site covered an area of c. 580m2, although some was unavailable due to the 
presence of substantial trees and an area of hard standing/parking associated with 
the property at No 2 in the south-western corner of the development area. It was still 
possible to locate the 10m trench appropriately given the likely location of the 
proposed development. The trench location is shown below. 

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

The site was allocated the HER number MKE 027. All observed deposits were 
allocated unique context numbers and recorded on pro forma recording sheets. All 
drawn recording was carried out in a series of 1:50 or 1:20 scale plans and 1:20 or 
1:10 scale section drawings as appropriate. The findings were of such a low 
magnitude in this case that illustrations of individual trenches were rendered simply 
using MapInfo mapping software. 
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3 Results 

A single feature, 0005, was recorded close to the northern end of the trench. This 
was a small sub-rectangular shallow pit measuring 0.54m long (east-to-west), 0.45m 
wide (north-to-south) and just 0.16m deep. It had gently sloping slightly concave 
sides which broke very gradually to a gently rounded base. It contained a single fill, 
0004, of firm mid grey silty clay with occasional flint pebbles, rare chalk and charcoal 
flecks and very rare CBM frags and a few dateable finds which suggest a post-
medieval date (see Section 4). Its very shallow depth suggested that there had been 
a degree of vertical truncation. 

Figure 3. Feature 0005 
© Crown Copyright, all rights reserved, Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008

Due to the prominent slope, the topsoil thickness varied throughout even such a 
short trench. The following stratigraphy was recorded at the northern end of the 
trench:

Context Depth Description 
0002 0 - 0.3m Topsoil. Soft mid greyish brown slightly sandy silty clay with very frequent 

root disturbance. Moderate small to medium sub-rounded to sub-angular 
flint pebbles, rare chalk flecks/small nodules and CBM, glass and 
corroded modern iron fragments. 

0003 0.3m+ Natural drift. Stiff light brown clay/Boulder Till with rare silty pockets 
caused by root activity. Frequent chalk flecks and small nodules, 
moderate very poorly sorted small to medium sub-angular or angular 
flints. 

At the southern end of the trench the deposit descriptions were identical, but the 
topsoil was somewhat thicker at 0.55m deep.  

No other finds or features were recorded. 
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Due to the prominent slope, the topsoil thickness varied throughout even such a 
short trench. The following stratigraphy was recorded at the northern end of the
trench:
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At the southern end of the trench the deposit descriptions were identical, but the 
topsoil was somewhat thicker at 0.55m deep.  

No other finds or features were recorded. 
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4 The Finds 
By Richenda Goffin 

4.1 Introduction 
Finds were collected from a single context, as shown in the table below. 

OP CBM Slag Charcoal Miscellaneous Spotdate
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

0004 4 34 5 15 2 1 2 iron nails @ 20g, 1 
struck flint @ 6g 

Post-
medieval

Total 4 34 5 15 2 1
Table 1 Finds quantities 

4.2 Ceramic building material 
Four pieces of ceramic building material were recovered from the evaluation. They 
were all fragmentary and abraded and it was only possible to determine that the 
largest was from a brick. The fragments are all post-medieval. The largest is made 
from a fine sandy fabric with occasional red clay pellets (fscp), whilst three smaller 
fragments are coarser with sparse flint inclusions (msf). 

4.3 Slag 
Five burnt fragments have been classified as slag although they are likely to 
represent fuel ash slag or burnt hearth material. 

4.4 Charcoal 
Two large fragments of charcoal were collected from pitfill 0004. 

4.5 Flint 
A single fragment of struck flint was recovered. It reassembles a ‘mini-core’ but may 
not necessarily be old and may be derived from flint-knapping for stone walling in the 
vicinity during the post-medieval period (Colin Pendleton, pers. comm.). 

4.6 Miscellaneous 
The remains of two iron nails were collected, which are probably post-medieval. 

4.7 Discussion 
The only datable finds are fragments of ceramic building material which are post-
medieval. The remainder of the finds cannot be closely dated. 
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5 Conclusions and Recommendations 
No pre-modern archaeological finds or features were recorded. 

A single small feature of post-medieval date was recorded. Found in isolation this is 
difficult to interpret, but most likely represents ephemeral 19th or 20th century garden 
activity.

The prominent slope from north to south has resulted in a slightly thicker topsoil 
deposit in southern parts of the site. There was no evidence to suggest that the 
majority of the prevailing slope was anything other than natural in origin. 

No further work is recommended if the development takes the form of simple strip 
foundations. If any larger scale ground reduction or topsoil stripping is to be carried 
out it may be worth a further monitoring visit to ascertain the nature of activity 
represented by feature 0005. 

Report No. 2008/260 
OASIS ID No. suffolkc1-49553 
Rhodri Gardner, for SCCAS, 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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Brief and Specification for Trenched Evaluation 
 
 

LAND ADJACENT TO NO 2 THE STREET, MONKS ELEIGH, 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 a pair of semi-detached houses on Land Adjacent to 

No 2 The Street, Monks Eleigh, IP7 7AU (TL 9673 4762), has been granted by Babergh 
District Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (B/08/00225/FUL). 

 
1.2 The proposed application area measures c. 0.095 ha. on the northern side of The Street (see 

accompanying plan).  It is situated on glaciofluvial drift (deep loam) at c. 40.00m AOD, on the 
northern side of a tributary of the River Brett. 

 
1.3 This application lies in an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County Historic 

Environment Record, within a historic settlement core and to the south of the medieval church 
(MKE 007). There is high potential for encountering medieval, and possibly earlier, occupation 
deposits at this location. The proposed works would cause significant ground disturbance that 
has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

 
1.4 A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area, before any groundworks 

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

 
1.5 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, 

the definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be 
defined and negotiated with the commissioning body. 

 
1.6 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be found in 

Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional 
Papers 14, 2003. 

 
1.7 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field 

Archaeologists this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of 
the project. A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the 
accompanying outline specification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. 
This must be submitted by the 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. 

The Archaeological Service 
 _________________________________________________ 
 
Environment and Transport Service Delivery 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk 
IP33 2AR 
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1.8 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to 

provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination. The developer should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impact on any 
archaeological deposit which exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

 
1.9 The responsibility for identifying any constraints on field-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument 

status, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considerations rests with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. The existence and content of the archaeological brief does not 
over-ride such constraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 

 
1.10 Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist may wish to make after 

approval by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/CT and the client for 
approval. 

 
 
2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 
 
2.1  Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular regard to any 

which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ [at the discretion of the 
developer]. 

 
2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 

application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 
 
2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 

colluvial/alluvial deposits. 
 
2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 
 
2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing 

with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and 
orders of cost. 

 
2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 

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

 
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. 
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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 22
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 onllllllly y y y y y yyy y y yyy yyy y yy yyyyyyyyyy thtttttttttttthttt e evaluation stage.

2.7 The e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeee dedededededededededededededdeeedeeeevevevvvevevevevevvvvvvevelololololoololololololololoooooolooopepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepeeeppppp r or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working gg gg g g g g g g ggggg ggg dadadadaddadadadadadaadadadadadadadadaaaaysysysysysysysysysysysysys  
nononononononononononononononononoonnnnn tiiiiiiiitticececeecececececececececee oo o o o o o o o o ooooooooooof ff fff f f fff ffffffff tttthttthttttttttt e commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the workrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkrkkrkrkrrrkrkkkkk o o oo o   ffffffff ff thththththththththhththththhhththtthtththee e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
ararararararararaararararrrraraaaaa chchcchchchchhchchchhhhhchhhchchchchchhchhcc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeeaeeeeeaeaeaa ooooolooooo ogical contractor may be monitored. 

2.2.2.2.2.2.2222.22.22222..8 888888888888 IfIfIfIfIfIffIfIfIfIfIfIffIIIIIfIIfIf the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entiretyyyyyy ( (( ((((((((((((papapapapapapapapapapapappapapapppppapapapaap rtrrtrtrtrtrttrtrtrrr iiiiiiciciiiicculululullulululululuululululuuluuuuluu arararararararararrarrararrarrarararlylylylylylylylylylylylllylllllllyy in the 
instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rrrrrrrrrrrrrrejejejejejejeeejejejejejeejejjjjejejejeejeee ececececececececececececececeeeee teteeeeeeeeeeeeed.d.d.d.d.d.dd.d.d.ddd.d.d.dddd.ddddd.d.d  AAA AAAA AAA AAAAA AAAAAlternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untttttttnttttttttesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesessestetetetetetetetetetetteteettet d d dddd d dd dddd ararararararararaarararararaaraaararara eeeaeaeaeeeeeeeeaeee s included on 
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy.

2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 
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3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 
 
3.1 A single linear trial trench, 10.00m in length, is to be excavated to sample of the area of the 

new building and access. The trench is to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special 
circumstances can be demonstrated.  

 
3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20m wide must be used. A 

scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the WSI 
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). 

 
3.8 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of 

any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must 
be established across the site. 

 
3.9 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental 

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

 
3.10 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for archaeological 

deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be 
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

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

metal detector user. 
 
3.12 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed 

SCCAS/CT during the course of the evaluation). 
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3. Speeeeeeeeeeeeeecicicicciciciciciciciccciccififififififififififfififififfiiiiiicacacacacaccacatititititititititittttitittttt onooonononononononononononononono :  Field Evaluation

3.1 AAAAA A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA sisisisisisisisisisingngngngngngngngngngnggngngnngggnnggglelellelleleelellllllllle linear trial trench, 10.00m in length, is to be excavated to sample of the e e ee   e ararararararararararararararararrrreeaeeeaeaeaeaeaeeeaeeaeeeeeee  ooooooooooooooooooooof f f f f f f fffff f fff ththththththththhhttt e 
neneneneneneneneneeneeneeneneneneneen wwwww wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww bub ilding and access. The trench is to be a minimum of 1.80m wide uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuunlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnlnnlnnln eeeseseeeeeeeeee s s sss s ss sss sss spspspspspspspspspsspsspspspppspsspsss ecial
ciciciciciciciciciciciicicicicicicc rrrrrrcrrrrr umstances can be demonstrated.  

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.333.3.3.333.333.3.3.3333 22222 2222222222 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm w wwww wwwwwwwwww wwidididididididididididddde ee ee e e ee e eeeeeeeeeeee mmumummmmmmmmummmmmmmm st be used. A 
scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be eee e e e ee eeeee ininininininininininininnnininnnnnncluded in the WSI
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 ddddddepeeeeeeeeeeeeee osit.

3.5 In all evaluation excavation there is a presummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmptptptptptptptptptptptptptptptptptptptp ioiioioioioioioioioioioioioioiooiion nn nn nnnn nnnnnnnn ofofofofofofofofoofofoofoffffffffofoffoo  the need to cause the minimum 
disturbance to the site consistent with adeqqqqqqqqqqqqqqquauauauauauauauauauauauauauaaaaau tetetetetetetettetetetettetteeeeeete eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevavavavavavavavavavavaaavavavavavaavav lllllllul ation; that significant archaeological
features, e.g. solid or bonded structural rerererererererererererrrrerrrrrreemamamamamamaamamamamamammm nininininininininniininininnns,s,sss,s,s,s,s,ss,sss  building slots or post-holes, should be 
preserved intact even if fills are samplededededddddddddde . . . . . .. ... FoFoFoFoFoFoFoFFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFFoFoFFFFFFoF r rrr rr r guguguguguguguguggugugugugguugugugugguguguididididiiiii ance:

For linear features, 1.00m wide slsslslslslslslslslslsssssslsss otototoototototototottoto sssssssss sss sssss (mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmininininininininininninniinnn.)))))))))))))) sssssssssshould be excavated across their width; 

For discrete features, such asasasasasasasasasasasassasaasasasasssa  pppppppppp ppittittttttttttttts,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,sss,ss,sss,s,,s,s,ss  555 5 5 5 5 5 55555 555000000%00000000  of their fills should be sampled (in some instances 
100% may be requested).

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

3.9 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the 
appropriatttttteneneneneneeneneneneneneeeeeenneneneneneneneeee esee s of the proposed strategies will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heritage 
Regionalalalalalalalalalallalalalalaalaaaaaa  A AAA A AAAAAAA A AAAA AAdvdvdvdvvvvvvvvdvvvvisiiiiiiiii er for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to samplinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng g ggggg g gg gg gggg gg ggggggggg
archhchchchchchchhhhhhhchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeeaeaeaeeeeooooololoolooooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogogoggggogogggogiciciciciciciccicicicicccicccccaalalalalalalaalalalallaa  deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmplplplplplplplplplplplplplplpplplplpp inininininininininininninninininiiii g g ggg g gggggggggg
ararararararararrararararararararraaaaaa chchchchchchchchhchchhchhc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeaeeeeeololololololololololololollolololooooolooloologoogogogogogogogoooooooooo ical deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAS.SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS  

3..10101010101010100101001010010000100 AA A A A A A AA AAA AAAAAAAAAAAAnynynynynynynynynynynynynyynynyyyyynynyyy natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for r rrrr r rrr rrr arararaarararaararraaaararaarrarchchchchchchchchchhhchchchchchchc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeaeeeeaeeaeolololololololololololooloolollo ogoooooooooooo ical 
dededededdedddedededededededddddddddd posits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological featurees s s ssssssss rerererererererererereerereereeeeeeeveveealalalalalalalalalalaaalalaaaaalaaa ededededededededdeedededededededdddddddeded may be
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

333.333333 11 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavattiononononononononononononoonononononononono  b b bbbb b b b bbb b bb y an experienced 
metal detector user. 

3.12 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed 
SCCAS/CT during the course of the evaluation). 
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3.13 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to 

be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of 
satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply 
with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

 
3.14 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 

the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

 
3.15 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs 

and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 
 
3.16 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 

sequential backfilling of excavations. 
 
3.17 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 
 
 
4. General Management 
 
4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 

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

 
4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this 

office, including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to 
have a major responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must 
also be a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other 
archaeological sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, in particular, must have 
relevant experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic sequences.  

 
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. 
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3.13 Hummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmananananananananananananannannnnnann rrememememmmmmemmmememmemmmaiaaaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaiaiaaaaaaa nnnnnnsnn  must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarerererereereeerereereeeeee t tttttttttttttttttou
bebebebebebebebebebebebebebebbbbeebebeeeeeb  e         xpxpxpxppxppxppxppppppppppececececececececececececececececececececccee teteteteteteteteteteteteeeeeeteettttttt d, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requireeeeereeeeeeeeeeeeemmemememememememmemmemmmmmemmmmmmmmmemmentntntntntntntntnnn  o o o ooooo oooo ooo oooofffffffffffffff
sasasasasasasasssasassasassasassss tittitititttitititttisfsfsfsfsfsfsfsfffsffsffsfsssss acacacacacacacaccaaaaaaa ttttttott ry evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of,, aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndnddndndnndndndndddddddn  c c c cc cc ccccomomomomomomomomomomomommomomomomommmmmpllllp y
wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiiwwwww ththththththththththhhththhthhhthhhhththhh, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3.33.3.3.3.33.3.3 14141441414141414141441414444444444414    P    lans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 ororororororororororororroo  11 1 1111 1 1 1 1 1111 1111:5:5:5:5:5:5:5:55:55:5:5:5:55:50,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0000,,0  d dd d d d dddddddddddd ddddddddeeeeeeepeeeeee ending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawnnnnnnnnnnwnnnnnnnn a a a a a aa aaaa aaaa a attttttt ttttttt 1:1:1::1:1:1:1:1:::1::1::1::1::1:1 10101010101011010101011101010101110 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdddddddddrdnannnn nce Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

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

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

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

4. General Management 

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must bbe ee e e e e e e eeeeee e agagagagagagagagagaaagagaagaggagaggreed before the first stage of work 
commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.T.T.T.T.T.T.T.TTTTTT          ThThThThThThThThThTTThThThTThTTTTTTTThe ee e e e e e e e e eeeee ee arararararararararaarararrrrrrrarrararaa chaeological contractor will give not 
less than five days written notice of the commmmmmmmmmmmmmmmenenenenenenenenenenenenenennnne cecccccceccccccccccccemememememememememmemememememememememmmmmeeentnntntntnnnntnnnnnnnnnn  of the work so that arrangements for 
monitoring the project can be made. 

4.2 The composition of the archaeoloogygygygygygygygygygygygygyyyyyygyggg  cccc cccc cc cccccononononononononoononnnntrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrrtracacacacacacacacaccacacacacccacacacaaa tor staff must be detailed and agreed by this 
office, including any subcontracccccccccccccccccccctototototototototototototoorsrsrsrsrsrssrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsss/s//////////////// pepepepepepepepepepepepepeepepepepppepeciccicicicicicicicicicicicicialalalalalalalalalalallllla iiiisiiiiii ts. For the site director and other staff likely to
have a major responsibility foofofofofofooofoooooofor rr r r rrrrrrrrrr ththththtththhthththtthththhhht eeee e popopopopopopopopopopopooopooopoopopopopopoooopooststssstststssstssss -excavation processing of this evaluation there must 
also be a statement of theheheheheheheheheheeheheheeeeheeeeiriririririririririririririr rr rrr r rrr rr rrreseseseseseseseseseseseesseseseseesessesesspopopopopopopopopopopoppppp nsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other 
archaeological sites and pubbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbblililillilililillilililiiilicacaccacacaccacaaccccccccccccc tion record. Ceramic specialists, in particular, must have 
relevant experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic sequences.

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 n
project and dd ddd d d d d dd d d d ddddddddddddd inininininininininnininnnin drawing up the report. 

5. RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRepepepepepepepeepepepepeeepeeporororororororoorororrrrrrrrrt t t t t t t tt tt tttttt ReReReRReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRRReeeeequq irements 

5..1 11 111 111 1 1 111 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAAAnAAnAn aaaaaaaa aaaaaaaaa aaaa rchive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the princcippipipipipipipipipipipppppipipipleleleleleleleleleleeleleleeleleesss ssssss ofoofofofofoffofofofoffoffofofoffffo  E E E E E EEE EEEE EEEEEEEEEEnnnnnnnngnnnnn lish 
HHHHHeHeHeHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH ritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppenenndidididiididdidididdididididdiddddidd xx xx x x x xx x x xxx 3333.3333333333 1 and 
Appendix 4.1). 

555.55 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. 
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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 Historic Environment Record (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 The WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this project 

with the Archaeology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to 
ensure the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html). 

 
5.13 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. 

 
5.14 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. 
 
5.15 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. 

 
5.16 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER manual, for all sites where 

archaeological finds and/or features are located. 
 
5.17 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. 
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asasasasasasasasasasasasasssassa sessment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by contexxxxxxxxxxxxxxxt,tt,t,tt,t,t,t,t,tt,ttttt,t  a a a a a a a a aaaandndnndndndndndndnnndndndndn  mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmususususususususususususususstttttt ttttttttt iinclude 
non-technical summaries.  

55555.55 6 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeeeaeaeaeaeaeeeeeological 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). yy

5.7 The results of the surveys should be related to the relevant known archaeological information 
held in the County Historic Environment Record (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 wowoowoowoowooooowoww rk.

5.10 Finds must be appropriately conserved and ssssssssssssssssstotototototototototototttotottototootootorerererererererrerererererrrred d dd d d d ddddd ddd ddddd inininininninininininiiniinnnnnnnnnnn accordance with UK Institute of 
Conservators Guidelines.  

5.11 The project manager should consult thhhhhhhthhhhhhe e e e e ee e e e eeeeeeeee e SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSSSSCSCSCSCSSCSCSSSSSSSS C C CC CC C C C CCC C C CCC C C AAArArArArArArArAAAAAAAAAA chive Guidelines 2008 and also the County
HER Officer regarding the requirememmmmmmmememememmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneneneenneeentsssssssssssss fff f f fffffffffff ffororoorooroooooooooooo  the deposition of the archive (conservation, 
ordering, organisation, labelling,g,g,g,g,,g,g,g,,g,,g,,,g, m m m m m m mm m m m mm  mararararararararararararraararrrrrrkikkkk ngngngngngngngngngngngngnggngngngnnngng aa aa a aaaaaaaa aanddndndndndndndnnddndn  storage) of excavated material and the archive. 

5.12 The WSI should state propposososososososososososossosssososossso alalalaalalalalallaaaala s ss s s s s ss fofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffoooofoofoor r rrrrrrrrrrrrr tttttthtttttt e deposition of the digital archive relating to this project 
with the Archaeology Data Servrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvvrrrviciciciciciciciciciciciciciciciccccice (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to 
ensure the proper deposition (hthhhhh tp://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html). 

5.13 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. 

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

5.15 Wherereeereeeeeeee p p p p p p pp ppp pp p ppppppppososososososososososososoooooosososooossittitititititttttittivivivivivivivivivivvvivvivivvvvvvvvvveeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavatititititiiiiitiiiononononononononononononononononnononn))))))) )))))))))))))))))
a susuuuuusususuuuuussuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm arararararararararararararararraraaaa y y y y y yyyyyy yyyyyyyyy rer port, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeeeoeoeololololololololololololologygygygygygygygyygyygygygygyyggyggyggy 
inininininnininininininiiniinininnnnnininii  S     S   S SSSSSufuufufufufuffufufffufffufffuuffofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffoffof lklkllklklklklklkllklklkkllkkkkllkkll ’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeologyyy, , , ,, , , ,,, mumumummumumumumumumumummmmuumummuststststssssssssssssssssss  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbeeee eeeeeeeeeeyy
prprprprprprprprprprpppppp epeppepepepepepepepepepeppepepepeepppepppppaaaaraaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ed. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to SCCAS/CT,,T,T,,,,,,,, b bb bbbbbbbbbbbbbbby y y y y y y yyy y y yyyyyyyy ththththththththththhthththhhthhthhe e e eee e e e e e eeeee eneneneneneneneneneneneeneeneeeneneenee d dd of 
thththththhhthththhthththththththhthtthhheeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeee calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the ssssssssssssoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo nenennnnnnnnnnnnnnn r.r.r..r...... 

5.5.5.5.55.5.5.5.5.5.5.5555.5 16161616161616161616161616161616616661666 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER maaaaanununununuunuuunuuunununuuuualalalalalalaalalalalaalaaaalaaaa , fofofofofofofoffofofofooooor rrr r rr r rr r rr r rrrr alalalalalalalalalalalalaalaalaaaaaaaaalaaa lllllll l sites where 
archaeological finds and/or features are located.

5.17 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.
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5.18 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. 

 
5.19 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: 5 August 2008    Reference: / No2TheStreet-MonksEleigh2008 
 
 
 
This brief and specification remains valid for six months from the above date.  If work is not 
carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified 
and a revised brief and specification may be issued. 
 
 
 
If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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5.18 At ththhthhththththhhthhhhhht e e e e e e e eee ee eee ststststststststarararararararararararararararaaa t t t t tt t tttt tt ooooooooofoo  work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS online recececeecececececececeeececececorororororororororororoororoorrroroooo d d
hthththththththhthththththtthtttttttth tptptptptptptptptptptpttp://////////aa/a/a/a/a/a/a/aaaadsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsssddsd .a.aa.a.a.a.a.aaaaaaa. hds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed onnn D DD D D DDD D DD DDD DDD DDeeeteteeteteeteetttaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiiaiiiiaiiaa lslslslslslslslslsslslllslslslslssss, ,,/
LoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLoLLLLLLoLLLL cacacacaacaaaaaacaaaaaatitititititittititititititiitit onononononononoo  and Creators forms. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.555555555 191191919191919191911111111111  AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAlllllllllllll  parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee CoCoCoCoCoCCoCoCoCoCoCoCCCCoCoCoCCoCoCC uuuuuunuuuuuuuuuuu tytytytytytytytytyytytyytytytytytytyty H H H H H HHH HHHHHHHHEREEEEEREREEREEEEEEEEEEEE . This 
should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper r cocococococococococoococoocoococococoococ pypypypypypypypypypypypppypypppy sssssssssssssssssshohohohohohohohoohohohohohohohohohoooohohhhhouuuuulu d 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: 5 August 2008    RRRefefefefefefefefefefeffeffefefefffefefe erererererererererrerererrererereee ence: / No2TheStreet-MonksEleigh2008 

This brief and specification remainsssssssssssssss vvvvvvv vvvvvvvvvvvvvvalid 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 d 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.


