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HER information 
Planning application no. B/07/01385
Date of fieldwork:  5th June 2008 and 30th January 2009 
Grid Reference: TM 2331 3486 
OASIS ID suffolkc1- 59011 
Funding body: O Seaman & Son Ltd 

Summary 

Shotley, 45/47 Kingsland and 18 Queensland (TM 2331 3486; SLY 164). On 
the 5th June 2008 and the 30th January 2009 trenches were excavated to 
assess the archaeological potential of this site. No features of archaeological 
interest were observed but thick deposits of between 500-600mm below the 
present topsoil were recorded and a single abraded, handmade pottery body 
sherd in a sandy fabric was recovered in a layer under the topsoil. The site is 
near to an intense concentration of cropmarks recognised from aerial 
photography. The thickness of deposit could relate to previous episodes of 
site use, possibly agricultural, and might relate to more than one period. (Jezz 
Meredith, S.C.C.A.S., for O Seaman & Son Ltd; report no. 2009/091) 
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Gridididididid RRR R RRefefefefefeffe eeereeeee ence: TM 2331 3486 
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FFuFuFFFF nding body: O Seaman & Son Ltd 

Summary 

Shotley, 45/47 Kingsland and 18 Queensland (TM 2331 3486; SLY 164). On 
the 5th June 2008 and the 30th January 2009 trenches were excavated to 
assess the archaeological potential of this site. No features of archaeological 
interest were observed but thick deposits of between 500-600mm below the 
present topsoil were recorded and a single abraded, handmade pottery body 
sherd in a sandy fabric was recovered in a layyyyyyerererererrerr u  u nder the topsoil. The site is
near to an intense concentration of cropmarkrkrkrkrkrkkkssss sssss rererererererrer cocococococoocognised from aerial
photography. The thickness of deposit cococococococccc ululululululd dddddd d rererererererer lalalalalal te to previous episodes of 
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1. Introduction 
The Planning Authority (Babergh District Council) was advised by the 
Conservation Team of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
(SCCAS) that the archaeological potential of the site should be evaluated as a 
condition of planning consent. The site comprises of three separate plots; the 
houses on these plots were to be demolished and replaced by new residential 
buildings.

Two phases of archaeological trial trenching were proposed to coincide with 
the demolition of 45/47 Kingsland (June 2008) and of 18 Queensland 
(January 2009). Linear trenches were dug to sample, as near as possible, 
those potential archaeological deposits that would be affected by new 
building. A copy of the Brief and Specification issued by Dr Jess Tipper of the 
SCCAS Conservation Team is at the end of this report (Appendix 1). 

© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2009
Figure 2. Site SLY 164 (red square) with adjacent areas of archaeological interest 
identified from aerial photographs as recorded in the Historic Environment Record 

(HER) for Suffolk 

The site is surrounded by dense concentrations of archaeological features 
identified from aerial photography (Fig.2). Undated ditches and enclosures 
indicate an extensively utilised landscape, probably occupied from the 
prehistoric period onwards.

1. Introduction 
The Planning Aututututuutuuuu hority (Babergh District Council) was advised by the
Conservationnnnnnn T T T TT TTTeaeaeaeaeaeam mmmmmmm of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
(SCCAS) ))))) ththththththatatatatataaaa  t tttttthehehehehehehehh  archaeological potential of the site should be evaluated ddddd asasasasassssas a a a aaa 
conditioioioioioioon n n nnnnn ofofofofofooo  p pppppplalalalal nning consent. The site comprises of three separate plototototototttts;s;s;s;s;s;s;; t t t t tttthehehehehehe 
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TwTwTwTwTwTT o phases of archaeological trial trenching were proposed totototototoo c c cc c c ccoooiooo ncide with 
the demolition of 45/47 Kingsland (June 2008) and of 18 Queensland 
(January 2009). Linear trenches were dug to sample, as near as possible, 
those potential archaeological deposits that would be affected by new
building. A copy of the Brief and Specification issued by Dr Jess Tipper of the 
SCCAS Conservation Team is at the end of this report (Appendix 1).
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prehistoric period onwards.
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2. Method 

Trenching was undertaken using a 180� mechanical mini-digger equipped 
with a 1.5m wide toothless ditching bucket (provided by the on-site 
contractos). Three trenches were positioned across the site to sample 
deposits within or close to proposed new buildings. In total 31.5m of linear 
trench were dug (Fig. 3). 

Trenches 1 and 2 were dug in June 2008. Underground services and fish 
ponds behind 45/47 Kingsland resulted in Trench 1 being positioned along the 
front of these demolished buildings. Trench 2 was located to the east of the 
first trench to test the depth of deposits seen in Trench 1.

Trench 3 was dug in January 2009. This trench was positioned adjacent to the 
concrete slab of the demolished building at 18 Queensland 

During the evaluation, all machining was observed by an archaeologist 
standing adjacent to or within the trench. The upcast soil was checked visually 
for any archaeological finds. The base of the trench was examined for 
features of archaeological significance. A digital photographic record was 
made of trenches in JPG format (at 72dpi resolution). Records were made of 
the position, length and depth of trenches. Observations were made of the 
depth of any overlying layers encountered and of the underlying natural 
geological deposits. Deposits encountered were described and specimen 
sections sketched at a scale of 1:10. 

© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2009
Figure 3a. Location of Trenches 1 to 3 
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The site is identified by the site code SLY 164, as assigned by the Suffolk 
Historic Environment Record. The stratigraphic components of all deposits 
were allocated ‘observable phenomena’ (OP) numbers (referred to as context 
numbers hereafter) within a continuous numbering system starting at 0001  

The archive will be located within the offices of Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service. The finds archive will be kept in Bury St Edmunds and 
the rest of the site archive will be deposited in Ipswich. The site code SLY 164 
will be used to identify all elements of the archive associated with this project. 

3. Results

No features of archaeological interest were recognised. Deep deposits were, 
however, identified in all three trenches and these are summarised in Table 1 
below. A single sherd of abraded prehistoric pottery was recovered from the 
deep subsoil layer 0003 in Trench 1 (see section 4).  

Context Trench Thickness 
(mm)

Description Notes

0001   Unstratified finds None recovered 
0002 1&2 250 (T1) 

300 (T2) 
Mid/dark brown clay loam topsoil  

0003 1&2 250 Mid/pale orange brown silty clay and 
with occasional small rounded stones 

Prehistoric sherd 
(T1) 

0004 1 150 With diffused contact with and similar to 
0003 above but slightly sandy, with 
sandy pockets and moderate small 
stones

0005 2 250 Similar to 0004 but with sharper contact 
with 0003 above and slightly more sandy 
and stony 

0012 3 325 Mid/dark brown clay loam topsoil  
0013 3 250 Mid brown silty clay, occasional rounded 

stones and charcoal flecks 
0014 3 120 Mottled pale & mid brown silty clay with 

unclear contact with 0015 below 
0015 3 250 Pale to mid (darker than 0014) sandy 

clay with diffuse contact with above 
Table 1. Summary of layers recognised in Trenches 1 to 3 

Context number 0001 was reserved for unstratified finds but none were found.  

Topsoil 0002 was 250-300mm depth in Trenches 1 and 2. Topsoil 0012 in 
Trench 3 was of 325mm thickness. 

In Trenches 1 and 2, layer 0003 was encountered under the topsoil. Of 
250mm thickness in both trenches, this deposit was mid to pale orange brown 
silty clay with occasional small rounded stones. In Trench 3 a very similar but 
not quite so pale deposit (0013), also of 250mm depth, was encountered. 

In Trench 1 under 0003, with a diffused contact, was layer 0004. This deposit 
was of 150mm thickness and was similar to 0003 above but was slightly 
sandy and had sandy patches and moderate small stones. This deposit was 
over natural yellow sand and clay sand. 

The site is identified by the site code SLY 164, as assigned by the Suffolk 
Historic Environment Record. The stratigraphic components of all deposits 
were allocated ‘obooooo servable phenomena’ (OP) numbers (referred to as context 
numbers hereeeeeeafafafaffafafafafa tetetetetetet r)r)rrrr  within a continuous numbering system starting at 0001  
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Archchchchchchaeaeaeaeaeaeeolololololooo ogogogogogogogogical Service. The finds archive will be kept in Bury St Edmdmdmdmdmdmmununununununuundsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsd a aaand 
thhhhhhhhhhe eeeeeee rerererereeestststststststt oo ooof the site archive will be deposited in Ipswich. The sitee c ccccccc cododododododdde ee ee e e SLSLSLSLSLSLLLLYYY YYY 164 
wiwwiwiwiw llllllllllll b b b b bbbbbeee used to identify all elements of the archive associatedddddd w w w wwwwwitititititith h h h h hhhh ththththththhthhht isisisisisiii  project.

3. Results

No features of archaeological interest were recognised. Deep deposits were, 
however, identified in all three trenches and these are summarised in Table 1 
below. A single sherd of abraded prehistoric pottery was recovered from the 
deep subsoil layer 0003 in Trench 1 (see section 4). 

Context Trench Thickness 
(mm)

Description Notes

0001   Unstratified finds None recovered 
0002 1&2 250 (T1)

300 (T2) 
Mid/dark brown clay y y y y y lololololololll ama  topsoil  

0003 1&2 250 Mid/pale orannnnnngegegegegegeeg  b b bbb b rooooooownwnwnwnwnwnww  silty clay and 
with occassssssssssioioioioioioii nananaanal l l l smsmsmsmsmsmmsmms alalalalalla l rounded stones 

Prehistoric sherd
(T1) 

0004 1 150 With difffffffufufufufufuf seseseseseses d dd d dd d cococococococoontnnnnn act with and similar to 
0003033333 a a a a a abobobobobb vevevevevevee b b b b bbbbbuuuut slightly sandy, with
sasasasasasass ndndndndndndnn y y yy popopopopopoop ckckckckckckckccckets and moderate small 
ststststststs ononononnesesesesesessee

0005 2 250 SiSiSiSiSiSiSSimimimimimim lar to 0004 but with sharper contact 
wwwiwww th 0003 above and slightly more sandy 
and stony 

0012 3 325 Mid/dark brown clay loam topsoil  
0013 3 250 Mid brown silty clay, occasional rounded 

stones and charcoal flecks 
0014 3 120 Mottled pale & mid brown silty clay with 

unclear contact with 0015 below 
0015 3 250 Pale to mid (darker than 0014) sandy 

clay with diffuse contact with above 
Table 1. Summary of layers recognised in Trenches 1 to 3 

Context number 0001 was reserved for unstratified finds but none were found. 

Topsoil 00022222222 w ww w wwwasasasasasass 2   50-300mm depth in Trenches 1 and 2. Topsoil 0012 in
Trench 3333333 wwwwwwasasasasasasaas o o oooooooffff fff 325mm thickness. 

In TTTTTTTTrerererererencncncncncncchehehehehehehheh s 1 and 2, layer 0003 was encountered under the topsoioioioiioil.l.l.ll.l. O O OO OOf ff f f ff
2525252525252252 0m0mmm0m0mmm mmmmm thickness in both trenches, this deposit was mid to paaaleleleleleelelle o o oooorararaaangngngngngngn eeee e brown
sisisisisisisssss ltltltltltltyyyyyy clay with occasional small rounded stones. In Trench 3 3 333 a a a aa a veveveveveveveveryryryryryryrrrr ss ssimilar but 
nnonnnn t quite so pale deposit (0013), also of 250mm depth, was eeeeeeencncncncncnccountered. 

In Trench 1 under 0003, with a diffused contact, was layer 0004. This deposit
was of 150mm thickness and was similar to 0003 above but was slightly 
sandy and had sandy patches and moderate small stones. This deposit was 
over natural yellow sand and clay sand. 
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In Trench 2 under 0003 was layer 0005 of 250mm thickness. This deposit was 
similar to 0004 in Trench 1 but was more clearly defined from 0003 above and 
was slightly more sandy and stony. This deposit was over yellow sand and 
clay sand natural. 

In Trench 3, under subsoil 0013 was layer 0014 of 120mm thickness. This 
deposit was of mottled mid and pale brown silty clay and had an indistinct 
contact with 0015 below. Layer 0015 was 250mm thick, was pale to mid 
(darker than 0014) sandy clay. This deposit was over mid orange yellow sand 
and gravel with some clay. 

4. Finds
Identified by Cathy Tester 

A single sherd of pottery was recovered from the side of Trench 1 from layer 
0003. This was an abraded fragment of 3 grammes weight, was a handmade 
body sherd with sand-tempering and was probably of prehistoric date. 

5. Conclusions

No archaeological features were recognised and the single pottery find 
recovered was abraded and could be residual in the layer it was found in. The 
depth and and comparative complexity of horizontal deposits is, however, of 
note and probably relates to previous episodes of human activity; possibly 
agricultural. The thickness of layers, the presence of prehistoric pottery and 
the proximity to a dense concentration of crop marks point to past utilisation of 
probably more than one period (prehistoric to medieval).

6. 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.

In Trench 2 under 0003 was layer 0005 of 250mm thickness. This deposit was 
similar to 0004 in Trench 1 but was more clearly defined from 0003 above and 
was slightly morrrrre eeeee sandy and stony. This deposit was over yellow sand and 
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APPENDIX 1 

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

Brief and Specification for a Archaeological Trenched Evaluation 

45/47 KINGSLAND AND PLOT 18 QUEENSLAND, SHOTLEY, 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 1 No. 4 bed chalet and 4 No. 2 bed bungalows 
(following demolition of the existing buildings) at 45/47 Kingsland and Plot 18, 
Queensland, Shotley, Suffolk (TM 2331 3486), has been granted by Babergh District 
Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (application B/07/01385). 

1.2 The proposed development has a total area of 0.16ha and located at c. 26.00m AOD. 
The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of the site comprises loam and sandy soils 
local flinty and in places over gravel.  

1.3 This proposal lies in an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record.  It is situated within close proximity to trackways, 
enclosures and field systems, recorded as cropmarks by aerial photography (SLY 
004). There is high potential to encounter 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. 
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responsibilities.

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning permission for the erection of 1 No. 4 bed chalet and 4 No. 2 bed bungalows 
(following demolition of the existing buildings) at 45/47 Kingsland and Plot 18, 
Queensland, Shotley, Suffolk (TM 2331 3486), has been granted by Babergh District 
Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (application B/07/01385). 

1.2 The proposed development has a total area of 0.16ha and located at c. 26.00m AOD. 
The underlying glaciofluvial drift geology of the  sisisisisisisss te comprises loam and sandy soils 
local flinty and in places over gravel.  
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damage any archaeologicacacacacacal l l l lll dedededededed pppopp sit 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 
developmmmenenenenenene t are to be defined and negotiated with the commissioning body.

1.6 Detatatatatataililililililededededededee  s ss s s statatatatatatat nndards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be foooooounununununund ddddddd inininininnn  
StStStStStStSSS aaaanaa dadadadadaadaaardrdrdrdrdrdrdr s for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Arcccccchahahahahahahhh eoeoeoeooe lololololologggggyggy 
OcOcOcOcOcOccacacacacacacac sional Papers 14, 2003.

1.1.1.1.1.1.77777 77 InIIIII  accordance with the standards and guidance produced by thhhhhhhhhhe e e e eeee InInInInInInststststststititititititittutututututute of Field 
Archaeologists this brief should not be considered sufficiennnnnntt t t tt totototototooo eeeeeeeeeenanananann ble the total
execution of the project. A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSWSWSWSWSWWSWSSI)I)I)I)I)I) bbbbbased upon this 
brief and the accompanying outline specification of minimum rrequirements, 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. 
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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. 

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 tttthehehehehehehhhh  site or a written statement that there is no contamination. The developer 
should bbbbbbbbe ee e e eeee awawawawawwaraaaaaaa e that investigative sampling to test for contamination is likely to havavavavavvave ee e e eee
an impmpmpmpmpmpppacacacaccct t t ttt t onononononono  any archaeological deposit which exists; proposals for sampling sssshohohohohohoululuuuluuu d d d d dd
bebebebebeebebee d d  disissssscucucucucucucucusssssss ed with the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service e e e e ofofofofofofooooo  SSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC 
(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(( CCCCCCCCCCCCCCASAAAA /CT) before execution. 

1.1.1.1.1.1.99999 9 ThThTThThThe responsibility for identifying any constraints on field-worrrk,k,k,k,k,k,kkkk  e e e ee ee.ggggggg... . . . SScSSSS heduled
Monument status, Listed Building status, public utilities or ototototototheheheheheheheer r r r rrr sesesesesss rvices, tree 
preservation orders,  SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considererratatatatattatatatioioioioioionnnsn  rests with the
commissioning body and its archaeological contractor. The existeneeeeeee ce 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 exxxisisisisisisii ts in the area, with particular regard 
to any which are of sufficient importance to mererererereree ititititittitttt pppppreservation in situ [at the discretion u
of the developer]. 

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form anananananana d ddddd pupupupupupupuurprprpprprpppooooso e of any archaeological deposit within 
the application area, together wwwwwwititititititth h h hhh iititiits s s s s s lililililililiikekekekekekkkk ly extent, localised depth and quality of 
preservation.

2.3 Evaluate the likely impactctctctctctcc oooo oof f ff papapapapapap stsss  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 prooojejejejejejej ct. Field evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, 
and an aaaaaasssssssssssss essment of potential.  Any further excavation required as mitigation is totototototot  
be fffffolololololo lolololololooweweweweweweeed d d d d d dd bbbybbbbb  the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of potetetetetetentntntntntntiaiaiaiaiaial,, 
anananannannalalalalala ysysysysysysisisisississss a a a a aaaaand final report preparation may follow. Each stage will be the subjbjbjbjbjbjbbbjecececececect ttttt ofofofofofofofof a a a a a aa 
fufufufufufuurrrrtrtrrr hehehehehehehher rrrrr bbrb ief and updated project design; this document covers only the e e ee eveveveveveveve alalalalalaaaa uauauauauauauaatititititit on 
stststststssts agagagagagagggagage.

2.2.22222 7 7 7 7 77 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (addddddrerererererereer ssssssssss  aaaaaas s ssssssss above) five
working days notice of the commencement of ground works on nnnnnnn ththththththe e e e e e sissisisisitetetetette, 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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3. Specification:  Field Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 80m2 of the 
development plot. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear 
trenches are thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to 
be a minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated; this 
will result in a minimum of 44m of trenching at 1.8m in width. 

3.2 The existing buildings may be mechanically removed to ground level, and any 
concrete slabs broken up by the building contractor, prior to archaeological 
evaluation, using an appropriate machine. However, no ground disturbance should be 
caused by this work and no foundations should be removed until the evaluation has 
taken place. Where necessary, this work may be monitored by an archaeologist to 
ensure that no potential archaeological deposits are disturbed.  

3.3 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.  

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

3.5 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. 

3.6 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. 

3.7 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 
instances100% 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. Specification:  Field Evaluation

3.1 Trial trrrrrenenenenenenennenchchchchchchesesesesessss a re to be excavated to cover a 5% by area, which is 80m2 of thththththhthe eee e eee
deveeeeeelolololololoopmpmpmpmmmenenenenenennt ttttt plot. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. LLLLLLinininininneaeeeeeeee r r rr r r
trtrtrtrrtrrtrrenenenenenenee chchchhhhesesesesesesee  aare thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trencheheheeeeeees s s s s ssss ararraarare e eeee totototototoo 
bebebebebebebbb  a a aaaaaaa m m m mmminimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demononononnnststststststtrarararararaarar teteetetetetet d;d;d;d;d;dd;dd  this
wiwiwiwiwiwilllllllllll result in a minimum of 44m of trenching at 1.8m in width. 

3.333 2 The existing buildings may be mechanically removed to grouuuuuundndndndndnddndn  level, and any
concrete slabs broken up by the building contractor, prior to archaeological 
evaluation, using an appropriate machine. However, no ground disturbance should be 
caused by this work and no foundations should be removed until the evaluation has
taken place. Where necessary, this work may be monitored by an archaeologist to
ensure that no potential archaeological deposits are disturbed.  

3.3 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 archaeologicacacacacacaccc l material.  

3.4 If excavation is mechanised a toothlesesssssss s s ss s ssss ‘d‘d‘dddddditttttchchchchchchininininining bucket’ at least 1.2m wide must be 
used. A scale plan showing the ppppppprororororororopopopopopopoooposesesesesesesed d d dd dddd locations of the trial trenches should be
included in the Written Schemememeeeee oo oo oof fffff InInInIInInInveveveveveveveveststststststigation and the detailed trench design must
be approved by SCCAS/CT bebebebebebebebefofofofofoforeeeee f f ff f ffieieieieieieelllldl  work begins. 

3.5 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. 

3.6 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 bybybybybybyb  the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.7 In aaaaalllllll  e e e eeevavavavavav luluululuuuuatatatatatatioioiiion excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minnnnnnimimimimmimuuuumumu  
dididididddd ststststststs ururururururbababababababaabaab ncncncncncncccce to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that sssigiggigigigi nininininiififififfif cacacacacacacacantntntntntntnntn  
ararararararrrchchchchchhchhchaeaeaeaeaeea ological features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, building slolololololootstststststsstttt  o o ooooor r r r popoppopopoppost-
hohohohohohohoholeleleleleelees, should be preserved intact even if fills are sampled. For guidance:e:e:e:e:e: 

For linear features, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavateddddd aaaa aaaacrcrcrcrcrcrcc ososososososs s s s s s ththththththtt eir width; 

For discrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be e e e ee e sampled (in some 
instances100% 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. 
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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). 

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. 

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

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 whaaat t t tt ttttt prppppp ovision has been made for environmental assessment of the site and 
must pppppprororororororoorovivivivivividedededeede d    etails of the sampling strategies for retrieving artefacts, biologggicccccccalalalaalalala  
remamamaaaaininininininnnnss ss (f(f(f(f(f(fforororororor palaeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic investigations), and sammmmmmplplplplplplllessssss 
ofofofofofofoff s s s s ss ssedededededededdiments and/or soils (for micromorphological and otototototo heheheheheheh r rrrrr
pepepepepepepepp dodododododoooolololololl gical/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriatennnnnesesesesesesss s sss sss ofofofofoffoffof t    he 
prprprprprprpp opopoopopo osed strategies will be sought from J. Heathcote, English Heeeeeeeririririr tatatatatatagegegegegeee R R R R R RRRReeeegee ional
AdAdAdAdAAdviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A gggggggggguiuiuiuiuiuiuu dedededededed  tttttttoo o o o oo sampling 
archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J.J.J.J.J.J , , , ,  1919191919191994949494949494499 ,, , A guide to 
sampling archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is aaaaaaavavavavavavavvv ililililililable 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). 

3.13 Human remains must be left in situ excepepepepepepeppt t t tt t ininininiin those cases where damage or 
desecration are to be expected, or in the evvevevevvenenenenennenttt tt ththththththtt atatatatattttat analysis of the remains is shown 
to be a requirement of satisfactory evvvvvvvvalalalalalaluauauauauaattttttioioiooioiooooon n n n nnnn ofoooooo  the site.  However, the excavator 
should be aware of, and comply witttth,h,h,h,h,h,h  t t tttthehehehehehehee p p pp p ppprorrrrr visions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 
1857.

3.14 Plans of any archaeologicalalalalalalaa  f ff f f feaeaeaeaeaeatutututututuuurerererererr s on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, 
depending on the complexexexexexxxitititititty y y y y y ofofofofofoofoo ttt ttthhhhhe data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 
1:10 or 1:20 again dependididididiinnngngnnnnn  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. Generallalalalall M M MM MMMMManaaaa agement

4.1 A A titiitiitimemememememetatatatatatatattatablblblblblblble for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage e ee e e eee ofofofofofof w ww wwwwwororororororororrkkkk kkk
cocococococooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmeneeeee ces, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological cooontntntntntnttn rararararararar ctctctctctcccc ororororororor wwwwwwill
gigigigigiggig veveveveveveeeveve not less than five days written notice of the commencement of theheheheheee w w ww wwororrorrrk k k k kk k k sosossssss  that
aaraaaaaaaa rangements for monitoring the project can be made. 

4.4.4.44.4.4.44 2 22222 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be dededededededed tatattattailililililili ededededededeee  and agreed by 
this office, including any subcontractors/specialists. For the siteeeeee dd ddddirector 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 responsibilitief s 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. 
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4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 

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

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

5. Report Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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
responsibiiililililililil tytytytytytyy for this rests with the archaeological contractor. 

4.6 The e e InInInInnInstststststtsts ittttttututututututttu e eeeeee of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeologicalalalalalal ff f f ffieieieieieieieelddldldldd 
eveveveveveveevvalaaaaa uaaaaaatitititititititiononononononoo  (revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execececceccecccccututututututioooooon n nnnn ofofofofofoff 
ththththththtt e ee ee e prprprprprprppp ojjject and in drawing up the report.

5.5.5.5.5.5.555.. R    eport Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

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

5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist sttttudududududdy y y yy y mumumumumumuuuustststststst include sufficient detail to permit 
assessment of potential for analysis, inclclcclccccc ududududuudininininining g g g g gggg tatatatatataabub lation of data by context, and must
include non-technical summaries. 

5.6 The Report must include a ddddddddisisisisisisscucccc sssssssssssssioioioioioioon nnnnn and an assessment of the archaeological
evidence, including an assssseseseseseseese smsmsmsmsmsmenenenenenennnttt ttt of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from 
palaeosols and cut featuuuuuurerererererees.s.s.s.s. I I IIIItstststststs conclusions must include a clear statement of the
archaeological potential of ththththhhthe eeeeeeee site, and the significance of that potential in the context
of the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers
3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

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

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

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

5.10 Findsdsdsdsdss m mmm m musususususssst tt t t tt bebebebebebe appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Instiitututututututetetetetete ooof ffff
CoCooooonsnsnsnsnsnserererererrerrrrvavavavavavavvaav totototototot rs Guidelines.

5.11111111111 T T T T TTTTheheheheheheheeee project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 88 8 8 8 aaanaaa d d d d d d alalalalalalallsossss  the 
CoCCCCCCCC unty HER Officer regarding the requirements for the deposititt ononononoonon o f f f ff f ththththththe eeeeeee archive 
(conservation, ordering, organisation, labelling, marking and stotototoootoorarararararar gegegegegegegg ) ) ) ) ) ) ofofofofoffoo  excavated 
material and the archive.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

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

Date: 22 April 2008     Reference: / 45-47Kingsland-
Shotley2008

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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Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Department 
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