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Introduction

An archaeological evaluation was carried out prior to construction of the Junior Ranks Mess at 
RAF Honington. 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 SE/06/1645. The developer, MOD Defence Estates, funded the 
work that was carried out on 14th and 15th October, 2008. 

The proposed development area lies at grid reference TL 8905 7491 (Fig. 1) and at c.51m above 
the OD. The geology of the site was orange silty clay, grey/brown silty clay, and light 
grey/brown silty sand. 

© Crown Copyright. All rights 
reserved. Suffolk County Council

Licence No. 100023395 2008.

Figure 1. Site location map 

The site was of potential interest as it lay close to round barrows (TRS 003 and TRS 004), tumuli 
(FKM 006 and HNN 002), Bronze Age finds (FKM 008, HNN 002 and HNN 003) and an 
undated flint axe (HNN 001), as shown on Figure 2. The development therefore had the potential 
to disturb archaeological deposits, particularly prehistoric remains. As such, a programme of 
archaeological evaluation was required to assess this risk and thus to establish any archaeological 
implications for the development of the site.
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The site was of potential interest as it lay close tot  round barrows (TRS 003 and TRS 004), tumuli 
(FKM 006 and HNN 002), Bronze Age finds (FKM 008, HNN 002 and HNN 003) and an 
undated flint axe (HNN 001), as shown on Figure 2. The development therefore had the potential
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implications for the development of the site.
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Figure 2. Map showing listings from the Historic Environment Record in relation to HNN 016 
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Figure 3. Site plan 
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Figure 2. Map showing listings from the Historic Environment Record in relation to HNN 016 
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Methodology 

Five linear trenches were excavated using a mechanical digger fitted with a 2m wide toothless 
bucket under the constant supervision of an archaeologist. 356sq metres of trenching were 
excavated at 2m wide (Fig. 3). This amounted to >5% of the total area of 6672.5sq metres.

Each trench was excavated as closely as possible to the top of the natural subsoil, although in the 
cases of Trenches 4 and 5 this was often truncated by the layers of tarmac and concrete layers 
that had recently been removed from the site. In order to reach the natural subsoil, removal of 
c.0.2-0.65m of topsoil and modern aggregate was required. The subsoil consisted of orange silty 
clay, grey/brown silty clay, and light grey/brown silty sand. 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). 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 features. The site was recorded using a single continuous numbering system under 
the HER code HNN 016 (Appendix 2). Inked copies of section drawings have been made. No 
finds were recovered from this evaluation.

An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-50430) and a digital 
copy of the report has been 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 code HNN 016. 

Results
The evaluation trenches were completely devoid of any archaeological deposits, except for 
feature 0003 in Trench 1 (Figs. 3 and 5). This was a linear cut and was aligned north-west to 
south-east. A similar feature was visible on the First to Third Editions of the Ordnance Survey 
maps (from the late 19th to early 20th centuries, Fig. 5). Feature 0003 may even be earlier than 
this, though there were no finds from fill 0004 to suggest this. The historical maps suggest that 
0003 is a field boundary that extended well beyond the evaluation area, and they show no other 
occupation on the site.

Various channels filled with very light grey/brown sandy silt were also seen in all the trenches. 
Trial excavation of these features revealed homogenous, well-sorted fills, which were interpreted 
as natural, glacial features (Trench 3, Fig. 4). These deposits were in places excavated, and 
included a very pale brown sand layer, 0005, and mid to dark brown clay lens 0006. Lens 0006 
was immediately below 0005 whenever it was recorded, and seems to have formed in 
conjunction with the associated geological processes that created 0005. It is believed that these 
are natural deposits due to their colouration and homogeneity, and because they were found 
sporadically throughout all of the trenches.
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as natural, glacial features (Trench 3, Fig. 4). These deposits were in places excavated, and 
included a very pale brown sand layer, 0005, and mid to dark brown clay lens 0006. Lens 0006 
was immediately below 0005 whenever it was recorded, and seems to have formed in 
conjunction with the associated geological processes that created 0005. It is believed that these 
are natural deposits due to their colouration and homogeneity, and because they were found 
sporadically throughout all of the trenches.



Figure 4. Trench and feature sections 
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Figure 4. Trench and ffffffffffffffffeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeeee tutututututututuututututuututuuutt rerererererererrrr  sections
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Figure 5. Second Edition Ordnance Survey map showing the post-medieval field boundary in 
relation to 0003 
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Trench Length Description Contexts
1 31.5m West-east aligned trench, south of Trench 2 and west of 

Trench 3. The natural subsoil was a mixture of periglacial 
orange/grey silty clay with chalk flecks, and light grey silty 
sand. Frequent flints were also seen throughout. At the east 
end of the trench and extending 5m into it was a deposit of 
mid grey sand, interpreted as a wind blown deposit into 
which ditch 0003 had been dug. Natural subsoil was found at 
depths of c.0.5-0.65m and appeared to be a mixture of 
glacial deposits. 

Ditch
0003, fill 
0004

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

2 35.5m West-east aligned trench, north of Trench 1 and west of 
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was an orange silty clay and 
grey/light brown sandy silt. Frequent sub-angular flints were 
seen throughout the subsoil (20-200mm diameter). A 
modern service trench ran south-west to north-east through 
the trench, c.14.5m from the east end. No other features were 
seen. Natural subsoil was found at depths of c.0.5-0.65m and 
appeared to be a mixture of glacial deposits. 

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

3 60m North-south aligned trench. The natural subsoil was an 
orange silty clay and grey/light brown sandy silt. Grey clay 
natural with chalk flecks was also seen in patches and flints 
were seen throughout. No features were present. Natural 
subsoil was found at depths of c.0.3-0.4m and appeared to be 
a mixture of glacial deposits. 

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

4 26m East-west aligned trench, south of Trench 5 and east of 
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was mainly yellow clay with 
chalk flecks, orange silty clay, and light brown sand/silt. 
Frequent flints seen throughout. C.0.2-0.3m of modern 
aggregate lay above the remnants of dark topsoil, although it 
was largely truncated in this trench. No features were 
present, though a modern service trench was present c.5m 
from the west end of the trench. Natural subsoil was found at 
depths of c.0.2-0.3m and appeared to be a mixture of glacial 
deposits.

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

5 25m East-west aligned trench, north of Trench 4 and east of 
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was made up of patches of 
light grey/light brown sandy silt, orange silty clay with 
frequent flints, and yellow clay with chalk flecks. The 
topsoil was truncated over the majority of the trench and had 
been replaced with modern aggregate. No features were 
present and modern disturbance had truncated the eastern 
15m of the trench. Natural subsoil was found at a depth of 
c.0.2-0.4m and appeared to be a mixture of glacial deposits. 

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

Table 1. Trench descriptions 
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TrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrrrTrrrrrrrrTrrrTTT enenenenenenenenenenenenenennenenenenennennenenenennennneee chchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchhcch Length Description Contexts
11 31.5m West-east aligned trench, south of Trench 2 and wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwesesesesesesessesesesesesessesesssesesssestttt t t ttt t t tt ttttt tt tttt t tttttttt ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffoffofoffofofofoffoffofffofofofofoffffffoffofff 

Trench 3. The natural subsoil was a mixture of periggggggggggglalalalalalalalalalalalalalalaalaalaaalalaalalaaaalaaaaaciciciciciciciciciciciciciciiciccicicciciciciciciciciciccccc al 
orange/grey silty clay with chalk flecks, and light grey silty 
sand. Frequent flints were also seen throughout. At the east 
end of the trench and extending 5m into it was a deposit of 
mid grey sand, interpreted as a wind blown deposit into 
which ditch 0003 had been dug. Natural subsoil was found at 
depths of c.0.5-0.65m and appeared to be a mixture of 
glacial deposits. 

Ditch
0003, fill 
0004

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

2 35.5m West-east aligned trench, north of Trenchhchchhchchchchchchchchchchchchcc  111111111111111111 aaaaaaaaaaaandnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  west of 
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was annnnnnnnnnnn o o ooooo ooooooorrarrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ngngngngngngngnngngngngngngggggggeeeee eeeeeeee silty clay and 
grey/light brown sandy silt. Frequuquququququququququuuquqquenenenenenenenenenenenenennennnnnnt sususususuuususuusuuuuub-b-b-b-bb-bbbb-bb angular flints were 
seen throughout the subsoil (222222222222222(220-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0 2020202020202020202020202000020000m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0mm0mmm0mmm diameter). A 
modern service trench raaaaaaaan nn nn n n n nnnn nnnn sssssssssssssooooouoooooooooo ththththththhthththhthththththhthhhhhh-w-w-w-w-w-w-w-w-w-w-w-wwwese t to north-east through 
the trench, c.14.5m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm frrrrrrrrrromomomomomomomomomommomomommmmm ttttttttheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheeeeehehhehh e e e e e e e eee   eeaaaaasaaa t end. No other features were
seen. Natural susususususususuuuuuuusuusuuuusus bsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbbsbsbsbsbsssoioioioioioioioioioioioiioioioiioiioioiioioio llllllll l lll lllllll waaaaaaaaaaaawaaas ss ss s s ss sssssssss fofofofofofofofofofofofound at depths of c.0.5-0.65m and 
appeared to beeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee a aaaaaa a a a a a aa aaaaa aa aa aaaaaaaaaaa mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmixixixxxxixxxxxixxxxxxxxxxxtttttttuuuuuuuruuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu e of glacial deposits. 

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

3 60m North-south alllllllllllllllllllligigigigigigigigigigigigigigigigigigiigigigigiggiggneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeneneeneeeen d ddd d d dd dddd ddddddd dddd dd dddddddd dddd trtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrtrtrtrttrtrtrrttttttttttttttttttttt ench. The natural subsoil was an 
orange silty clay anananananaananananannanananananananananannnannaannnndddddd ddddddddddddddddddddddddddddd grey/light brown sandy silt. Grey clay t
natural with chalk flecks was also seen in patches and flints 
were seen throughout. No features were present. Natural 
subsoil was found at depths of c.0.3-0.4m and appeared to be
a mixture of glacial deposits.

LaL yers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

4 26m East-west aligned trench, south of Trench 5 and east of 
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was mainly yellow clay with
chalk flflflflflflflflflflllfllfllecececececeecececececececeecce ks, orange silty clay, and light brown sand/silt. 
Frrreqeqqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqqqueuueueueueueueuueeueueueueueeuentntntntntntntntntntntntnnntnntn  f f f f f fffffffff fffffflllllillllllllllll nts seen throughout. C.0.2-0.3m of modern 
agagagagagagagagagagagaaaa grgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrrrgrrgrrrrg egegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegeggggaaaaaataaaaaaaaa e lay above the remnants of dark topsoil, although it 
wawawawawawawawawaaawawawawwawww s ssss lllalll rgely truncated in this trench. No features were
pprpppppppp esent, though a modern service trench was present c.5m 
from the west end of the trench. Natural subsoil was found dd dd d ddddd d ddd atatatatatatattatatatatatataaaaaatt 
depths of c.0.2-0.3m and appeared to be a mixture ooooooooooooooooooooooffff fffffffff fffffffffff glglgggglggggggggggglggggg acacacacacacacacacacaccacacaccaciaiaiaiiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiai l l l l l ll lllllld
deposits.

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

5555555555555555555555555555555 25m East-west aligned trench, north of Trench 4 and eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeasasasasasasasasasasasasaasasasaaasasasassasaaaaaa t t tt t t tttttttt tttttt tttt ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofoofofofoofofofoffoooofffooffofoffoofoffoo  
Trench 3. The natural subsoil was made up of patchchchchchchhchchchchchchchhchchhchchchchhhhchhchhheseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseseeseeesesesseseseseseeseseeseessss o oo o o o oo ooooo oo ooo oo oooooo ooo o ooooooof 
light grey/light brown sandy silt, orange silty clay with 
frequent flints, and yellow clay with chalk flecks. The 
topsoil was truncated over the majority of the trench and had a
been replaced with modern aggregate. No features were 
present and modern disturbance had truncated the eastern 
15m of the trench. Natural subsoil was found at a depth of 
c.0.2-0.4m and appeared to be a mixture offfffffffff g g g g g gg g gggg gg ggggggggggggglalallalalaalalalalallallaaaacial deposits. 

Layers
0002,
0005 & 
0006

Table 1. Trench descriptioooooooooonsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnn  
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Discussion

The evaluation trenches have shown that, where they survived below the modern sand, hardcore 
and concrete, the natural subsoil and any potential archaeological levels lay at a depth of c.0.2-
0.65m. Existing ground levels have been raised by a succession of concrete surfaces. At the 
western end of the site this was laid over the topsoil and the soil profile is intact. At the eastern 
end of the site the topsoil horizon was not present, suggesting that the ground had been levelled 
in preparation for the airfield and some truncation may have occurred. It is felt however, that the 
truncation was not extensive and that the evaluation results accurately reflect a low level of 
archaeology. Generally only geological features and deposits were recognised, including the 
highly homogenous layers 0005 and 0006. These were all thought to be the result of glacial 
activity and later fluvial action.

There were no features on the site that were prehistoric. The single archaeological cut feature 
was a ditch, that was most likely a post-medieval, though possibly earlier, field boundary. This 
matches clearly with the First to Third Edition Ordnance Survey maps (Fig. 5) and suggests that 
the evaluation area was used as a series of fields at that time. No finds were recovered during this 
evaluation.

Conclusion and Recommendations  

Evidence from the evaluation and the First to Third Edition Ordnance survey maps suggests that 
there is little surviving archaeology on the site and that within the post-medieval period it was 
used for agriculture. The trenches already excavated have effectively sampled the area, 
suggesting that only sparse post-medieval features and finds would survive. As such, it is not 
recognised that further archaeological works are required. 

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. 

7

Discussioonnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhe eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee evvevevevvvvevvvvevalalalalalalalalalalaalalalaluauauauauauauauuauuauauauauuauatititititiititititititiiitiiiititttittt ononoononononononononoono  trenches have shown that, where they survived below theheheeeheheheeeheheeheheheeheheeheeeeeh  mm  m m  m m  m  m mmm odododdodododododododododdooo ereerererereeeeeee n n nnnn nn n nnnnnnnnnnnn sasasasasasasasasassssasasaasasand, hardcore 
anananananananananannnnnnnnnannnnnd dddd d dddddddddddddddddd ccccoccoccccocccocccccccoc ncncncncncncncncncncncncncnccrererererererererereerrrr tttettttt , the natural subsoil and any potential archaeological leveveveveveveveveveevevevevevevevvevevev lslslsslslslslslslsslslslslslslslslsl  ll l ll l ll lllll l ll lll lllayayayayayayayayayayayayyyayyayayyyayayay at t t tt tt t t ttttt a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa dddedddddddd pth of c.0.2-
0.0.0.0.0.000000.00.0.0000.0.0.000.00000000 656565656565656565656565656565565656656666656566 mmmmmmmmm.mmmmmmmmmmmmm  Existing ground levels have been raised by a succession of cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccconononononononononononononononononononononnononnononnonnonononononononnnnnnnnnncrrrcrrrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrccc eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeetetetettetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetteteeetee s ssssss sssurfaces. At the 
wewewewewewewewweweweweweweeweweweweweewewweeweweweweeewwweweeeestststststststststststststststststststststttsttststsstttttss eeeereeeeereeeereeeerereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee n end of the site this was laid over the topsoil and the soil proffffffffffffffffffffffilililiililiililililililililiililililiilillle eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee isisisisisisisisisisisisisisisiisisisisisisisisiisisiisisiisssis ii ii i iii iii i ii i ii iii iiiiiiiiiiiiiiintnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn act. At the eastern
ennnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnd ddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddd oooofooooooooooooooo  the site the topsoil horizon was not present, suggesting that the grououououooo nd had been levelled 
in preparation for the airfield and some truncation may have occurred. It is felt however, that the 
truncation was not extensive and that the evaluation results accurately reflect a low level of 
archaeology. Generally only geological features and deposits were recognised, including the 
highly homogenous layers 0005 and 0006. These were all thought to be the result of glacial
activity and later fluvial action.

There were no features on the site that were prehistoric. The sssssssssssssssininininininininininiininiiiingle archaeological cut feature 
was a ditch, that was most likely a post-medieval, though popopopopopopopopopopopopppopopopopossssssssssssssssssssssssibibibibibibbibibibibibbbbbbblylllllllllllllllll  earlier, field boundary. This 
matches clearly with the First to Third Edition Ordnannnnnncececececececeececceceec  S S S SSSS SSSSSSSSSSSururrururururururururrururru vevevevevvevevevevevevevevevvvvv y maps (Fig. 5) and suggests that 
the evaluation area was used as a series of fields att ttttttttttttthahahahahaahahahahahahhahahahahhah t ttttttttttttttttttt titttitititititttititittittimemmmmmmmmmmmmmm . No finds were recovered during this 
evaluation.

Conclusion and Recommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnddddddddddddddddddddddaaaaaaaaaattttttttttttttttttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiions  

Evidence from the evaluation andddddddddddd ttt tttttt ttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheehehehehehheheeheeeeee F F F F F FFF FFFFFFFFFFFFFF FFFFFF FFFFFFiririiriririiriririiiiiiriririiiiiiiririririiiiiiiiiiiriiriiiii st to Third Edition Ordnance survey maps suggests that 
there is little surviving archaeology on the site and that within the post-medieval period it was 
used for agriculture. The trenches already excavated have effectively sampled the area, 
suggesting that only sparse post-medieval features and finds would survive. As such, it is not 
recognised that further archaeological works are required. 

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 

Brief and Specification for Trenched Evaluation 

ERECTION OF JUNIOR RANKS MESS, RAF HONINGTON 

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

1. Background

1.1 Planning consent (application SE/06/1645) has been granted for the erection of a junior ranks 
mess on land at RAF Honington (TL 8905 7491), with a PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition 
requiring an acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried out.

1.2 The Planning Authority (St Edmundsbury Borough Council) has been advised that any consent 
should be conditional upon an agreed programme of work taking place before development 
begins (PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition).  An archaeological evaluation of the application area 
will be required as the first part of such a programme of archaeological work; decisions on the 
need for, and scope of, any further work will be based upon the evaluation. 

1.3 This proposal lies in an area of archaeological importance recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record (HER). The proposal area is situated to the west of the find spot of Bronze 
Age beaker pottery (HNN 003). There is high potential for encountering prehistoric 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 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. 

1.5 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.

1.6 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 establish whether the requirements of the planning 
condition will be adequately met. 

1.7 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. 

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. 
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Brief and Specification for Trenched Evaluuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatttttttttttttttttiooooooooooooooonnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 

EREREREREREREREREREREREEREEREREREREREERERERERERRERERERRREEEEERE ECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECECCECCE TITTTT ON OF JUNIOR RANKS MESS, RAF HONINGTON 

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

1. Background

1.1 Planning consent (application SE/06/1645) has been granted for the erection of a junior ranks 
mess on land at RAF Honington (TL 8905 7491), with a PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition 
requiring an acceptable programme of archaeological workkkkkkkk b b bb bb b bb bbeing carried out.

1.2 The Planning Authority (St Edmundsbury Borough CoCoCoCooCoCoCoCooCoCooCoounuunununununununununuuuu ciciciciciciciciciciiiciiiil)l)l)l)l)l)l)l)l)l)l))l) h h h h h hh hhhhhhhhhhas been advised that any consent 
should be conditional upon an agreed programmmmmmmmmmmmmememememememememeeemmm  o o oo o oo ooo oooooof f f f f f ff f ff fff ffff wwwowwwwwwwwwowwwwwwwwwwww rk taking place before development 
begins (PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition).  Annnnnnn ararararararararararararaarrchchcchchchchchccchhchccccccc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaaeeeaa ooololoooooooo ogical evaluation of the application area 
will be required as the first part of such a ppppppppppppppprorororororororoororororr ggggggrarararararararaaaraaraaaaaammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e of archaeological work; decisions on the 
need for, and scope of, any further workk wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwillilililililililililll llllllllllll bebebebebebebebebeeeeeeeeee bb bbb b bbbbb bbbasasasaasaasasasasasasasaa ed upon the evaluation. 

1.3 This proposal lies in an areaeaeaeaaaeaaaeaeaeaaaeaaaaeaeaaeaaa ooo o o o o o ooo oooooooooooooof ff ararararararararararararrararaaaaa chchchchchchchchchchchchchchchaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaaeaaeolooooooo ogical importance recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record (HER))))))))))))))). .. ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThhhhThThhTThThhhhThhhhhThThe eeee e eeee eeeeeeeeeeee e ee eeeeeee prprprprprprprprprprprprprprprpppprprprropopopoppopppppoppppppposososososososososososossssoo al area is situated to the west of the find spot of Bronze 
Age beaker pottery (HNN 0000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3)))3)3))3)3)3)3)3)3)3)3 .  ThThThThThThThThThTThThThThTThThTThThTThThTT eeeereeeeeeeeee e is high potential for encountering prehistoric occupation 
deposits at this location. Thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhe e ee eeeeeeee ee ee ee prprprprprprprprprprprprprprprprpprprprprprprprprprrprprpprrpppp opoopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopopopopopoppopopopopoppopppppppppppppppoppoppooosoooo ed works would cause significant ground disturbance that 
has potential to damage any arararararararrraarrrrrrrrrrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchhchchchchchchchchhchhchchchhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaaeaaeaeaeaeaaaeaaeaaeaeaeaaaaaaaaa ological deposit that exists. 

1.4 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.

1.5 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.

1.6 In accordanceeeeeee ww ww wwwww w wwwwitititititititititittttitthhh hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh thththththththththhththhhhthhe e e ee eeee e eeeee sstsssssss andards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoololololololololololooloogigigigiggggigigigigigggg sttstttttttttttttttsttts sss s ss s ssssssss
this brief shohohohooohoohohohoohohhhhoululululululululululu d dd dd dddddd d nonononononononononononononnonott t t tttttttttttttt bbbebbbbbb  considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the projecttttttttttttt. . . ... ......  . A AA A A A AAA AAAAAA WrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWrWWrrWrWWWWW itititititititititititititititiitttteteteteteteteteteeteteteteteteeen 
Scheme oooooooooooooof fff f f ff f fffffff InInInInInInInInInnInInInnnnnnnvevevevevevevvevvvveevveveestststststststststsstsssss igation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outlineeeeeeeeee sss ss sss sss ssspepepepepepepepepepeepepeppppp ciciciciciciciciciiiciiccifififififffffffff cacacaccacacacacacccccation 
of minnnnnnnnnnnimimimimimimimimimimimmmimmumumumumumumumummmmmmmmm r r r r r  r rr rrrrrreqeqeqeqeqeqeeeqeqeqeeqeeeeee uirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted bybybybybyybyybyyyy t t ttt t t tttttttttthehehehhehehhehehehehe dddddddddddddddevevevevevevevevevevevevvevveee elopers, 
or tttttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheehehheheheheeiiiiriri  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaagegegegegegegegeegegegeegegeeennnntnnnnn , to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suuuuuuuuuuuuufffffffffffffffffffffffffffolololololololololololololoo k kkkkkkkkkkkk CoCoCoCoCoCoCCoCoCoCoCoCooCoCoCooounununununununununnnunnnunu tttyttt  Council 
(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(SSS(SS(Shihhhhhhhhhhhhhh rererererereereeereererreer  H H H H HH H HHHHHHHHHHall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) ) )) ) ))))) fofofofofoofofofofofofooor rrr r r r r rrrrr rrr apapapapapapapapaapapappappppppppppprprprprprprprprprprrrrrprrrrpprrppp oooooovovoovovoooooo al. The work 
mumumumumumumumumumuuuuumum ststststststststststsssstsss  not commence until this office has approved both the archaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeoeoeoeooeoeoeoeoeoeoeollllololololllolllllloggiggigigggigigiggigigggggiggiggg cacacacaaaacaacaaaaaaalll llllll cocococococococococoococoocc ntntntntntntntntntntnntntnntn rrrrar ctor as suitable 
totototototototototototototooooooot  undertake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSSSSSSSSI III I I IIII I III I III wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwiwwwwwww llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll  prprprprprprprprprprprprprppp ovoooooo ide the basis for 
measurable standards and will be used to establish whether tttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheheheheeheeheheheehehhhehehehe r r rr r r r rrr rr r rrr rrr r r rreqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqqeqqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqqqqqqqqqqquuuiuiuuiuiuiuiuuuiuuiuuuiuuuiuuuu rrrrrerrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ments of the planning 
condition will be adequately met.

1.7 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. 

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

2.1 Establish whether any archaeological deposit existttts s s s ss ssssss inininninninninnnn tttt t tttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehhhheheeeeh  area, with particular regard to any 
which are of sufficient importance to merit preservavavavavavavavavavavavavaavavavvv tititititittittitititititiiionononononononononnononoononononono   ininininininininininnnnnnnn sss ssssitu [at the discretion of the developer]. u

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and d d d d dddd ddddddddd pupupupupupuuppupupuppp rprprprprprprprprprprpprprpppppososososososososososossososossssosssseeee eeeeee of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, together with its likely eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeextxtxtxtxtxttxtxtxtxtxxtxxxxtteneeneneneneeneeeeee t,t,t,t,t,t,t,t,t,t,ttt, l l l l l llll l llllllooocoooooooooooooo alised depth and quality of preservation. 
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2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 
colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

2.4 Establish whether waterlogged organic deposits are likely to be present in the proposal area. 

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 the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service 
of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) 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 minimum 5% by area, which is c. 500m2 of the total 
area for evaluation that measures c. 1.00ha (Figure 1). Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m 
wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of c. 278m 
of trenching at 1.80m in width.  If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 
1.20m wide must be used. Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling 
method. The detailed trench design must be approved by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service before field work begins.  

3.2 The existing aircraft hardstanding may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine, 
under archaeological supervision (archaeological watching brief to ensure that no archaeological 
deposits area disturbed).  Material sealed below the slab should be removed by machine with a 
back-acting arm and fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine excavation is to be under the 
direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. All material below the modern disturbance 
should be examined for archaeological material.

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

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

3.5 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of any 
archaeological deposit.  The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must be 
established across the site. 
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2.3 Evaluaaaaaaaaaaaaatetetetetetetetetetetetetetetttt  t t t t ttt tttttheehehehehehehehehehehehehhee l l l ll l l llliiikiiiii ely impact of past land uses, and the possible presencccccce e e e eeeee eeeeeeeee ofoofofoofoooo  mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmaaaaasaaaaaaaaaaa king 
colluvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvvvuvuvuvuvuvuvviaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaiiaaaaial/l/l/l/l/l/l/l/l/ll/l//alalalalalalalalalaalalallululululuulululululululuuuuuvivvvvivivvvvvvvv al deposits. 

2...4444 44 4444 4444444444 444 EsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE taaaaaaaaaaaaaaablblbblblblblblblbbbblbbbbbbb isisiisisiiisisiii h whether waterlogged organic deposits are likely to be preseeeeeeeeeentnnntntntntntntntntntttntntnnntntnnn i i iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin nn nn n nn nnn nn n nn nnn nnn thththththththththththhthththththe eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee prprprprprprprprprrrropopopopooopopoooooooooo osal area. 

2.22222222222222 5 5555555555 5555555 5 5 5555555555555 PrPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP ovide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservrvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvatatatatataaatataaatatataaaaataaa ioioioioioioioiooioooioiooioiooiooioiooooioioooooooon n nnnnn nnn nn nnnnnnnnn nnn nnnnnnnnn ststststststsstststsstststststststtstssssstsstsssssssssssssss rategy, dealing with 
prpppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppp eservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practicecececececececececeeececeecececececececees,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,ss,s,s,s,s,s,ssss,ss,s,ssssssss,,sss,s  t t tt t t t t ttttt t t t t tt tttttttttttttiiiiimimiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii etables 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 dooooooooooooooooooocucucucucuccucuccccc ment covers only the evaluation 
stage.

2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conssssssssssssssssssssererererererererereeeere vaaaaaaaaatitititititttititittititiiiiononononononoonnonnnononononnonnnnon Team of the Archaeological Service 
of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) five workkkkinnininninnininininini g g g g g g g g g ggg ggg dadadadadadadadadadadadadadaysysysysysysysyysysssysysyyysyyy  notice of the commencement of ground 
works on the site, in order that the work of the ee e e e e e ee  ararararararararararararrchchchcchchchchchhchchcc aeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeoololoolololololoolollllollo ogical contractor may be monitored. 

2.8 If the approved evaluation design issssssssssssssssssssssssss nototototototottotottotot c c c ccc c cccccccararaaararaaaraaaaaaaaa ririririririrriririririrriedededededededededededededeeddeeeee tttttt ttttttthrough in its entirety (particularly in the instance 
of trenching being incomplete) tttttttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehhhhhh  eee e eeee e eee evvvvavavavvvvavavvvvvvvvvvvv lulululululululululululululuatatatatatatatatatatatattttaaa ioioioioioioioioioiooiiioi nn nnnnnnnnnn report may be rejected. Alternatively the presence 
of an archaeological deposit mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayyayayyayyyyyyayayayaaa  b b bbb b b b b b b b b bb bbbbbbbbbbbbbb bbbbb bb bbbbbbbbbe e eee e e eeeeeeeeeeee ee ee prprprprprprprrrprrprprprprprrrrrrressssesssssssssssumed, and untested areas included on this basis when 
defining the final mitigation straaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatetetetetetetetetetetetetteetetetetteteteteteteteeettetteeeeteteeteteteegygygygygygygygygyygyygygygygygygygygygyygygygyyyygygyyyy. . ...... ...

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

3. Specification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a minimum 5% by area, which is c. 500m2 of the total 
area for evaluation that measures c. 1.00ha (Figure 1). Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m 
wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of c. 278m 
of trenching at 1.80m innnnnnnnnnnnnnnn w w w ww w wwwwwwwidth.  If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 
1.20m wide must bebebebeebeeeeeeeeeeee uuuu u uu uu uuuuseseseseseseseeed.ddddddddddddd  Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate samplinnnnnnnnnnng g ggg g g g g gggggggg
method. The deeeeeeeeeeeetatatatataataatatataataaiililililililililliliilii ededededededededededededd tt t t ttt t ttttttttttrerererererererrer nch design must be approved by the Conservation Team offffffffffff tttt t t tt tt tthehehehehehehehehehhhhhhhe  
Archaeologicalalalalalallllalalalala  S S SSS S S SSS SSSerrrrrrrrrvivivvivivivvivvivivivivvviv cecececececececeeececeecececececeee before field work begins.  

3.2 The exxxxxxxxxxisissisisisssssssstititititittttitt ngngngngngnngngngngnnngggg a aaaaaaaaaaaaairiririririririririrriirirrccccccccccrcc aft hardstanding may be mechanically removed using an appropopopopppopopopopoppooppriririririririrrr atatatatatatatatatatata e eeeeeeeee mamamamamamamaamamamamamamamamammmmm chine, 
undededededededededeedeeeedeeer r rrrr r rrr arararaararararaaraaaaa chchchchchchhchhhhhchhhchaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaaaaaaaaaa lollllogical supervision (archaeological watching brief to ensure that tt t tt nononononononononononononnnononno aaaaa aaaaaarcrcrcrcrccrcrcrccrccccchahahahahahahahahahahahahahhahhhhhh eological 
deeededededededededeeeeddepopopoppopopopoppopopopoppooosisisisisiisisssisssitststststststststststststsssssssssstttt  a aa a a a aaaaaaarea disturbed).  Material sealed below the slab should be remomomomomomomomommomomomomommmommomommmmomomm veeeeeeeeeeeeed d d d d d d d ddddddd bybybybybybybybybybybybbbbbbbbb  mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmacacaacaacacaacaaaa hine with a 
babbababababababababababbababackckckckckckckckckckckckckkckck-a-a-a-a-a-a-a-a-aa-a-aa-aacctcccccc ing arm and fitted with a toothless bucket.  All machine excxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxccccxcxccxcxccxcccxxxx avavavavavavavvvavvvvvvvvvvvvvatatatatattttatattatatttttatatttioiooioioioiooioiioiiiiiii n isisisisisisisssisssisss t t t tt tt tt ttttoo be under the 
ddddidddddddddddddddd reeeeeeeeeeeeeect control and supervision of an archaeologist. All material beeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeelololololololololooloololooooooooooowwwwwww wwwwwwwwww w wwwwwwwwww ththththththththththththtththththththththhthtthe e e e e eeee mommmmmmmmmmmmmm dern disturbance 
ssssssshsssssssssssss ould be examined for archaeological material.

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

3.4 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum disturbance 
to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant arararararaaarararaaaaaaaaaaa chaeological features, e.g. solid 
or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, shohohohohohohohohohohohooohohhh ululululululuuuuluuuuu ddd dddddd dd bebbbbbbbb  preserved intact even if fills 
are sampled. 

3.5 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidididididdiddidididdiddddiddi eeeeneeeeeeeeeeeee cecececececeecececececcececee f f f f fff fff ff ff ffoooooroo  the period, depth and nature of any 
archaeological deposit.  The depth and nature ofofofofofofofofoofofooo  c ccolololoololololololololololollululululululuuuulululululuuul vivv al or other masking deposits must be 
established across the site. 
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3.6 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 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. Sidell, 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. 

3.7 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. 

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

3.9 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed SCCAS/CT 
during the course of the evaluation). The WSI should show what provision has been made for the 
identification and conservation of artefacts, including specialist reports if appropriate. 

3.10 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. 

3.11 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. 

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

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

3.14 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 two 
week’s written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for monitoring the 
project can be made. 

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

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

4.4 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment and 
management strategy 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. 
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3.6 Archaeeeeeeeeeeeeololololololololololololoooo ogogogogogogogoogogogoggogo iccccccccccccicccccalalalalalalalalallaaalalalala  ccccccccccccontexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmmmmmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneneenenennee tatatatatatatattatatatatal l l ll lll l ll rererererererererererererereereer mmmmmmammm ins. 
Bestststtststtststststsssssssts  p p p p p p p p p ppp p ppppprarararararrarararar ctctctctctctctctctcctctctcccticicicicccicicciccccicicccccceeee eeeeeeeeeee should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeolooogigigigigigigigigigigigggggggg cacacacaccacacacacacacccccc lll ll dededededededededededededededeeepoppppppppppppppppp sits and 
prprprprprprprprprprprppprrprprrrrp ovovovovovovovovovovovovovovooooovisssisisisissisioiooioioiooooioiooonnnn n nnnnnnnnn shsssss ould be made for this. The contractor shall provide details of the e ee ee ee e e eee eeee e sasassasasasasasaassaaaassss mpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmppppplililililililililllilinnnngnnn  strategies 
fofofofofofofofofofofoof r rerererererererereerereer trtrttrtrtttttt ieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneneneneenenneenenennene tatttttttttttttttt l lllllllll aaaananaaanaaaaaaa d d d d dddddd dd d dddddd ppppppappppp laeoeconomic 
ininininininininininininininnvevevevevevevevevevevevvvv stigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for mmmimimmmimimmmmmmimmmmimmmm crcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrrcccrcrrrc omomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomommomoooo oroooooooo phphphphphhphphphphphphphphphholololoooooolloloo ogical and other 
pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriateeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeneneeneneneneneneeeeneenneneeeesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss oooo o o ooooooo o ooooooof f fff f ff f ffffffffffff ttttttttttttttttttttthehhh  proposed strategies 
will be sought from J. Sidell, English Heritage Regional Adviser fororoorororororororororororororroororororoor A AAAAA AAAAAAAAAAAAAA AAAAAAArcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcccrrcrcrrcrchahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahhaahahahahahahahhahaahhahahaaaaahaaaaaaaaaeoe logical Science (East 
of England).  A guide to sampling archaeological deposits (Murphyhyhyhyhyhyyhyhyhhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyyyyyy, , , , , ,,, , ,, ,,, P.P.P.P.P.P.P.PP.P.P.PPP.P.P.PP.P.P.P.P.P.PP.PPP.PPP.PPP.PPPPPP.PPPPPP.PP LLL.LLLLLL  and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 
1994, A guide to sampling archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available for 
viewing from SCCAS.

3.7 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 f
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

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

3.9 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variiiiiiiiiiatatatatattatatatattaatioioiooioioioiooioioiooiooooonsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssssss ii iiiiiiiiiiiin nnnn n nnnnnnnnn this principle are agreed SCCAS/CT 
during the course of the evaluation). The WSI shouououououououououououoouoooooooo ldldldldldldl  sssssssssssssshohhohohohohohohohohohohohohohhooohoow wwwwwwwwwwwww what provision has been made for the 
identification and conservation of artefacts, inccccccccccluluululuuuluulululuuluuudididdididididididididiididdd nggngngngngngngnggngnggngngng s s s s ss s ssss s s  specialist reports if appropriate. 

3.10 Human remains must be left in situ exccccccccccccccccccepepepepepepepepepepepepeepepepeeepee tt ttttttttttt iiiiininini  tt tttttttttt t tttthohohohohohohohohhohohohhhhhhhoses  cases where damage or desecration are to be u
expected, or in the event that ananananananananannnnnananannaaanan lyssssssssssssisisisississsisssissss o oo o oo o o oo oooooooof ffff ththththththththththhthhhhhhhththt e e e ee e e eeeeeee rremains is shown to be a requirement of satisfactory 
evaluation of the site.  Howowwwwowwowowowwwwwowwwwwwwwweveveveveveveveveveevvvvvvvererererererererererererererererererererrr, thththththththththththhhhhe e e e e e e e ee eee eee exeeeeeeeeeeeeee cavator should be aware of, and comply with, the 
provisions of Section 25 of thththththththththththththttththhthththht eeeeeeee eeee e eeeeeeeeeee BuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBuBBBuBBuBuBuBuBBBuBBuBBBuBBBBBBBBBuBuBuBBBBBBBB ririririririrrrrrrrrr aaalaaalalaalaaaaalalaaaaalalal AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAct 1857. 

3.11 Plans of any archaeological fefefefefefefeefefefefefefefefeeefeefefeefefeefeff atatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatataatatatatattatattatatataaaaaatatataa ururururururururuururururuururururururururururururrurruruururu eeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeee  on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to bebebbebebebebebebebebebebebebebbebbbbbbeebbbbbbee 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.

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

3.13 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfillinggggggggggggggggggggg o o o oo o o ooooooof excavations. 

3.14 Trenches shououuuuuuuuuouuldldldldldldldldldlddldlddddldd nnn nnnnnnotototototototototototoooo  b b b b b bbbbbbbbbbbbbeeeeee ee backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

4. Geneeneneneneneeneneneneeerarararararararararaaraaal llllllll MaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaMaaaaMaaanannnnnnnnnnnn gement

4...1 11111111111111111 A A A A A A AAAAAAAAA tititititiiitiiititt memememememmemeememememememmmmmmmmmmmem tttttatttttttttt ble for all stages of the project must be agreed before the firstststtststststtstststttstststtstststststssss  s         taaaaaaaaaaaaagegegegegegegegegegeggegeggeg  of ff f f fffffffffff wowowowowowowowowowowowwwwwwowwoww rkrr  commences, 
inininininnninininnnnnnnclclclclclclclclclclclcclclluuuuduuuuu ing monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctctcttttcccc orororororororororrrrrrrrrrr wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwiliiiiiiiiiiiiiii l ll gigigigigigigigigigggigggivevevevevevevevevevevvevvveee not less than two rrrrrrr
wwwwewwwwww ek’s written notice of the commencement of the work so that arararararararararararararararararrararrrrararararararaaaraararararaararararaaaaraaaraaangngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngngnggngnnn emememememememememememememmemmmemememmmmeneeeeeeeeeeeeeee ts for monitoring the
project can be made. 

4.4444444444444 22222222222222222222222222222222222 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detaileddddddddddddddddd 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 general Health and Safety Policy must be provivviivivivivivivvivv dededededededdededededededdeeeed,d,d,d,d,d,d,dd,d,d,ddd, w www w ww w ww w wwwititititiititittittitititthhhh hh detailed risk assessment and 
management strategy for this particular site.

4.5 No initial survey to detect public utility or othhththhthhhhhhherererererererererereerr s sererererererererererrerrerre vivivivivivvivivivivivivivvv ccceccc s has taken place. The responsibility for 
this rests with the archaeological contracctototototototototottottttotoor.r.r.r.rr.r.r.rrr.r.rr  
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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 data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and approved by, the 
County HER. 

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 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 evaluation 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 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 The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be deposited with the County HER if 
the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is not possible for all or any part of the 
finds archive, then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration, 
analysis) as appropriate. 

5.14 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 
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drawwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwininininnininininininiiiinninnnggggg ggggggggg upupupupupupupupupuppupppppppppppppp t tttttttt ttttttttttthehhhhhhhhhhhhh  report. 
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archaeological interpretation. 
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summaries.  

5.6 The Report must include a dddddddddddddddddddddisisisisissisissisissssisssissssssssi cucucucucuucucucucucuuucucucucuucuccucucucucucuuuucuucucucuuuuusssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss iooioioiooooooooooooooioooon and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, 
including palaeoenvironmentaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaal ll l ll lllllllllllllll rerererererereeeereeeeeeeeeeereeeeeeeeemamammamammamamamamamamamamamamamammamammamamamammamammaamammaammmmmmm ininnininnniniiniinnninnns recovered from palaeosols and cut features. Its 
conclusions must include a clearararararararaararararararrarararararrararararraaa  ss ssss s ss s ss ss sssssssssssssssss sssstatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatataataataaataat tetettetetetetetetetetettetetetetettttttetettttttetetttttttt ment of the archaeological potential of the site, and the f
significance of that potential in the eeee cocccoccococcococococccccooccc ntext of the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian 
Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 The results of the evaluation 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 mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmuuuusuuuuuuuuuu t consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an 
event number for theeeeeeeeeee w wwww w w w ww wwwwwwwoooooroooooo k.k.k.k.k.k.k.k  T      his number will be unique for each project or site and must be clearlrlrlrlrlrrlrrlr y y yyy y y y yyyyyyy yyy
marked on any dooooooooooooocucucucucucucucucucucucucucuuucuc memememememememememememeeementntntntntntntntntnttnntntn ataaaaaaaaa ion relating to the work.

5.10 Finds musssssssusssssst t t t t tt tttt bebebebebebebebebebebebebebbb  a a a a a aaaaaa aaappropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK IIIIIIIIIIIInsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnnsn tititititittitititiiititt tututututututuuututututuut teteteteteteteteteteetetteteeeeeee of 
Conserrrrrrrrrrvavavavavavavavavaavavavv totototototototototototoot rsrsrsrssssss G GGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGuuuuiuuuuuuu delines.

5.11 TTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheeheheheheheheheheh ppp ppppprororororororororoorooororoooroororoorroojejejejejejejeejejejejejejeejj ccccctccccccc  manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 anananananananannanananananaanannanananaanananaa d alalalalalalaalallaaalaa sosososososososososooooososoos ttt ttttttttheheheheheeheheheheheheheheeeeehhhhe CCCC CCCCCCCCCCounty HER 
OfOOfOfOfOfOOfOfOfOffOOfOfOOO fifififfififififififfff cecececececececececececeecececer rrrrrrrrrrrrr regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archhhhhhivivvivivivivivivivivivvvvivivivivvvvi e e eee e e e e e ee (c(c(c(c(c(cc(cc(c(c(cccc(cccc( ononononononoooooooooooo seseseseseseseseseseseseseseservrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvrvaaataaaaa ion, ordering, 
oooooorooooooooooooo gagggggggggggg nisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndndnddndndndndndndndnddndddddnn t t t t tttt tttttt ttt tt tttttttttt ttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehheheheheheheehhhe a aaa aa aa a aa aaa aarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrrrrrrrrr hhhhhhihhhhhhhhh ve.

5.12121212121212121212122121212121212121212122121212222 T T T T TTT TT T T T T TTT T T TTTTTThe WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archiveveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee r r r r r rrrr rrr rrr rr rrr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreleleleleleleleleleleleleleleeleleleleleeleeleeeeelleeellatatatatatatatatatatatatatattatatatatatatatatatatataaatataatttataatiniiiiiiiiiiii g 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 The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be deposited with the County HER if 
the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this.  If this is not possible for all or any part of the 
finds archive, then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration, 
analysis) as appropriate. 

5.14 The site archive is to be deposited with the County HER withihihihihihihiihiihihhhh n nn nn nn nnn nnnnnn ththththththththththhttthtttt rerererererererreree months of the completion of 
fieldwork.  It will then become publicly accessible. 

5.15 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a projjjjjjjjjjjececececececececccecceccecece ttttt ttttttttttttt (w(w(w(w(w(w(w(w(www(ww(wwwwwheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeththtthttthttht er it be evaluation or excavation) a 
summary report, in the established format, suitabababababababababbabababa lelelelelellelel  ffffffffffffffforororororororororororoorrrooro  iiiinclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology in 
Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSufuffufufufufufufufufuffufufufufufffu fofofofofofofofofofoffofoooolklllllllllll  IIIIIIIIIIIIIInsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnsnnnnnn tititititittitititiitiiiiit ttttuttttt te for Archaeology, must be prepared. It 
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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. 

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: 27 February 2008            Reference: / JuniorMessRAFHonington2008 

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months from the above date.  If work is not 
carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified 
and a revised brief and specification may be issued. 

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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Suffolk County Councccccccccillililililililiiii  
Archaeological Serrrrrrrrrrvivivivivivivivivivvvvivvivivivvvv ceccccccccccc  C C C C CC CCCCCCCCCCCononononononononononnnonnononononnnservation Team 
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Appendix 2 – Site context list 

Context Feature Identifier Type Description
0001 Finds Unstratified finds. None collected.

0002 Topsoil Topsoil. Truncated on the eastern half of the site. Often 
this was a dark grey/brown/black soil that appeared very 
well mixed and perhaps to be quite modern.

0003 0003 Ditch Cut North-west to south-east aligned ditch cut in Trench 2. 
Approximately 45° concave sides and a small concave 
base. Interpretation - field boundary as seen on the First 
Edition Ordnance Survey map. C.0.78m wide north-east
 to south-west, and c.0.48m deep.

0004 0003 Ditch Fill Fill of ditch 0003. Mid-light brown clayey/silty sand. No
 finds. Excavated using trowel and shovel.

0005 Layer Deposit Buried, very pale sand layer first recorded in Trench 1 at
 western end below topsoil. Visible in all of the trenches. 
Interpretation - glacial deposit.

0006 Layer Deposit Mid to dark grey/brown clay layer, often found 
immediately below pale sand 0005. Smooth and with no 
inclusions. Heavily compacted. Interpretation - probably 
natural glacial deposit.
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Edition Ordnancnccncncncccncnccnccncn e Se Se Se Se Se Se Se SSSe Se Seee urvrvurvurvurvvurvurvrvurvurvurvvrvurvurvvvrru ey eeeeeeeeeeeeee map. C.0.78m wide north-east
 to south-weweeeweweweweeweww st,st,st,st,st,st,st,stst,st,st,st,sts ananan ann an an annnnanannand cd cd cd cd cd cd cd cd cdd cd cd cddd .0.000000000 48m deep.

Fill FilFilFilFilililFililililFilFilillilililFiiiFi lll ool ol ol ol oll ol ol olllll f df ddf df df df ddf df df df df df ddf dffffff itcitcitcitcitcitcitcitccitcitctititi h 0h 0h 0h 0h 0h 0h 0h 0h 00h 0h 0h 00h 0hhh 00300000000000 . Mid-light brown clayey/silty sand. No
 fififi fififififififiiifififiiii fififififififf ndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndsndndnddddndnddnnnnnnnnn . EEE. EE. E. E. EE. EE. E. E. EEE. E. E. EEE. EExcaccccxccxccccxx vated using trowel and shovel.

Deposit BurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurururBurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurBurrrBuuBBB iedieddiedddiediediediediediediedddieddddediediedddddediediedi diedieddiediedediededddediediedeeeiei , v,,,,,,, ery pale sand layer first recorded in Trench 1 at
 westettttttttttttttttttttt rn end below topsoil. Visible in all of the trenches. 
Interpretation - glacial deposit.

Deposit Mid to dark grey/brown clay layer, often found
immediately below pale sand 0005. Smooth and with no 
inclusions. Heavily compacted. Interpretation - probably 
natural glacial deposit.
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