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Summary

An archaeological trial trench evaluation was carried out on land at 8, The Highlands, 

Exning. Isolated finds of Iron Age, Roman and medieval date were recovered from a 

buried soil horizon but there was no indication of any activity relating to either the 

nearby site of an Iron Age enclosure or of an Anglo-Saxon cemetery believed to lie 

partially under the property.
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1. Introduction  

An archaeological evaluation was carried out in advance of potential housing 

development in the garden of 8, The Highlands, Exning. The work was carried out to a 

Brief and Specification issued by Dr Jess Tipper (Suffolk County Council Archaeological 

Service, Conservation Team – Appendix 1) to establish the archaeological implications 

of planning application F/2009/0131/OUT. The work was commissioned by Noble 

Consulting on behalf of the developer, Mr T Lake, who funded the project. 

The site, an area of approximately 0.13ha, formed part of the current garden of 8, The 

Highlands and is centred at TL 6264 6590, in the former parish of Exning, now a part of 

Newmarket (Fig. 1).  It lies c.0.5km to the east of the historic settlement core, in an area 

of low density housing along Windmill Hill. The modern A14 lies c.150m to the south.  

The development of a new residential property would involve groundworks that could 

have a significant negative impact on any archaeological deposits, for which the site 

had high potential (see section 3 below). Dr Jess Tipper had therefore advised the 

planning authority and applicant that a program of trial trench evaluation was required to 

confirm the archaeological potential of the site and to establish any archaeological 

implications for its development. 

2. Geology and topography  

The site lies atop Windmill Hill, a ridge of high ground aligned south-west to north-east 

that overlooks tributaries of the River Snail to the east and the New River to the west, at 

a height of c.34m AOD. The garden, while broadly level, appear to have been subject to 

an element of modern landscaping as ground levels drop rapidly at the north edge of 

the site down to the road. The site lies on well drained, coarse and fine loamy soils 

overlying chalk (Ordnance Survey 1983).
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3. Archaeological and historical background  

The site was of potential interest due to its location (Fig. 2) in an area of high 

archaeological importance recorded in the county Historic Environment Record (HER). 

Previous excavations 60m to the south of the site have identified a large ditch (EXG 

082), which is believed to be part of a substantial Iron Age enclosure that surrounds a 

relatively high status settlement on Windmill Hill. The site is likely to lie within the 

enclosed area. 

A possible early Anglo-Saxon cemetery of potential national importance is also believed 

to lie in the immediate vicinity. Two graves are recorded as having been found during 

the excavation of footings for 8, The Highlands in 1981 (EXG 028), one of which had 

iron grave goods suggesting a male burial of early Anglo-Saxon date. Reported burials 

found at a gravel pit 100m to the west in the early 20th century (EXG 005) may actually 

have been found in gravel pits to the north of The Highlands and be part of the same 

cemetery. Small scale archaeological investigations however, at EXG 005, EXG 086

and EXG 028, the latter during construction of extensions to 8, The Highlands (Caruth 

1998) have not found any further evidence of burials.

4.  Methodology 

The brief for the evaluation required 35m of 1.8m wide trenching to be placed across 

the site. These were placed in the northern part of the development area to target the 

positions of the proposed new building and access road. The north-west part of the site 

was unavailable for trenching due to the location of a shed and electricity sub-station. 

Trench 03 was shifted north from its proposed course to avoid an existing tree. 

The trenches were excavated by a machine equipped with a toothless ditching bucket, 

under the supervision of an archaeologist, to the top of the natural subsoil surface. This 

generally involved the removal of topsoil and an underlying layer of sand/gravels (0002) 

which overlaid the natural subsoil. Excavated soil was examined for unstratified finds 

and both spoilheaps and trench were searched by an experienced metal-detectorist.
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The site was recorded using a single context continuous numbering system. Trench 

locations were recorded by hand and four 1m wide profiles of the trenches were 

recorded at a scale of 1:20. Site levels AOD were recorded with a dumpy level and 

relate to an Ordnance Survey spotheight of 32.3m recorded on Windmill Hill road. 

Digital colour and black and white film photographs were taken of all stages of the 

fieldwork, and are included in the site archive.

An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-64363) and

a digital copy of the report submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data Service 

database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit).

The site archive is kept in the main store of Suffolk County Council Archaeological 

Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER No. EXG 090. 
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An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-64363) and

a digital copy of the report submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data Service

database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit).

The site archive is kept in the main store of Suffolk County Council Archaeological 

Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER No. EXG 00909 . 





5. Results  
(Figs 3 and 4) 

Trench 01
This trench measured 12.5m by 1.8m and was aligned south-east to north-west. It 

showed a uniform soil profile, recorded in Section 01 (Fig. 4), of 0.45m of topsoil 

overlying a 0.4m thick deposit, 0001, of mid orange/brown silt/sands and gravel. This in 

turn overlaid the natural subsoil of mid yellow/orange silt/sand and gravels which lay at 

a height AOD of 32.9m-33m. No archaeological features were identified in the trench 

but a sherd of Iron Age pottery and a medieval buckle were recovered from 0001.

Trench 02
This trench measured 11.5m by 1.8m and was aligned north-east to south-west. It 

showed a similar sequence of deposits to Trench 01, recorded in Section 02 (Fig 4), 

with 0.5m of topsoil overlying a deposit, here numbered as 0002, of mid orange/brown 

silt/sands and gravel. This in turn overlaid the natural subsoil of mid yellow/orange 

silt/sand and gravels. Layer 0002 gradually thinned as the subsoil rose slightly to the 

south from 33m-33.2m AOD. No archaeological features or deposits were identified in 

the trench.

Trench 03
This trench measured 12.5m by 1.8m and was aligned south-east to north-west. It 

showed a uniform soil profile, recorded in Sections 03 and 04 (Fig. 4), of 0.5m of topsoil 

overlying a 0.2m thick deposit, here numbered as 0003, of mid orange/brown silt/sands 

and gravel. This in turn overlaid the natural subsoil of mid yellow/orange silt/sand and 

gravels which lay at a height AOD of 33.2m. No archaeological features were identified 

in the trench but a sherd of Roman pottery was recovered from 0003. Small areas of 

modern disturbance were seen at either end of the trench.
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6. The finds 
Richenda Goffin and Cathy Tester 

Prehistoric, Roman and medieval finds were collected from two evaluation trenches. 

Trench 01 produced a single sherd (11g) of handmade flint-tempered Iron Age pottery 

which was unstratified (0001). 

Also unstratified from Trench 01 was SF 1001, a copper alloy buckle ( length 41mm, 

width of buckle 31mm, width of plate max. 25mm) of late 12th to late 14th century date 

(Egan and Pritchard, 76 and fig. 46 No 317). The buckle has an oval shaped frame with 

an off-set bar and sheet roller with missing pin. The trapezoidal plate is still attached to 

the buckle with remnants of organic material, probably leather, preserved between the 

two sides of the plate. The outer side of the plate has recesses for the frame, and the 

remains of all five rivets, three of which are complete. 

A single undiagnostic rimsherd (3g) of Roman sandy greyware pottery was unstratified 

in Trench 03 (0003).
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7.  Discussion 

The evaluation trenches identified a uniform soil profile across the site with the natural 

subsoil descending a slight north facing slope. Underneath the modern garden topsoil 

was a buried soil of mid orange/brown silt/sands and gravel containing isolated, residual 

finds, of Iron Age, Roman and medieval date. This profile was very similar to that seen 

in previous monitoring of groundworks at 8, The Highlands (Caruth 1998). 

The presence of this layer, which has probably derived from natural processes, above 

the natural subsoil indicates that there has been little or no disturbance to the subsoil or 

potential archaeological deposits. This implies that the absence of archaeological 

deposits is a genuine indication of an absence of former activity in the area. There was 

no evidence relating to the known areas of Iron Age occupation or Anglo-Saxon 

funerary activity that lie within the immediate vicinity.

8.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

The absence of any archaeological deposits within the trenches demonstrates that the 

site is of negligible potential and that the development will not have an impact upon any 

such deposits. Accordingly no further work is thought necessary to meet the 

requirements of the condition on the planning application. 

9.  Archive deposition 

Paper and photographic archive:  SCCAS Bury St Edmunds  

Digital archive:  SCCAS Bury St Edmunds T:arc\archive field  

proj\Exning\ EXG 090 Land adj 8 The Highlands 

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds. Store Location: Parish Box

      H/80/2 and SS/11/4
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Brief aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnndddddddddddddddddddddddddddd ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssspppppppppppppppppppppecification



The Archaeological Service 
 _________________________________________________ 

Environment and Transport Service Delivery 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk
IP33 2AR

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Evaluation 

Land at 8 The Highlands, Exning (F/2009/0131/OUT) 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 A planning application (F/2009/0131/OUT) has been made for construction of a single house 
and access drive on Land at Hillcrest, 8 The Highlands, Exning, Suffolk.  

1.2 The Planning Authority has been advised by Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service that 
this proposal lies in an area of high archaeological importance. In order to establish the 
archaeological implications of this application, the applicant has been be required, prior to 
consideration of the application, to provide an archaeological impact assessment of the 
proposed site as suggested in DoE Planning Policy Guidance 16 (November 1990), para 21.   

1.3 The development area, which measures 0.126ha. in size, is at TL 626 658 and currently used 
as garden (lawn). It lies on a 30.00m OD spur, defined by stream valleys to east and west, 
close to former areas of gravel extraction. 

1.4 The proposed development lies in an area of high archaeological importance recorded in the 
County Historic Environment Record. In an area immediately to the south the ditch of a 
substantial early Iron Age enclosure has been identified, with a large assemblage of 
contemporary pottery from a limited area, suggesting a relatively high status site (EXG 082). 
The area enclosed is very likely to include the present development area. The foundation 
trenches for the construction of 8 The Highlands contained two graves, with preserved bone, 
one of which had iron grave goods of a typical male burial of early Anglo-Saxon date; both 
graves were in the north-west part of the original house, and no further graves were identified 
during construction of an extension to the south. Further early Anglo-Saxon graves are 
recorded as having been found c. 1900 in an extraction pit to the west of The Highlands (EXG 
005), though the absence of any recent material from the immediate vicinity (and from a very 
small investigation just west of the development area) raises the possibility that the find spot 
was one of the other extraction pits in the area (two are shown on the 1900’s OS map 
immediately north of 8 The Highlands).  

 There is high potential for important archaeological deposits to be disturbed by this 
development; an Anglo-Saxon cemetery with relatively good preservation of both bone and 
artefacts is of national significance and the Iron Age enclosure is also of high significance.   

1.5 In order to inform the planning decision and any subsequent mitigation strategy, the following 
work is required:  

� A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area. 

1.6 The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality and 
extent, to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and mitigation 
measures. Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work should there be any 
archaeological finds of significance will be based upon the results of the evaluation and will be 
the subject of an additional brief. 
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this proposal lies in an area of high archaeological importance. In order to establish the 
archaeological implications of this application, the applicant has been be required, prior to 
consideration of the application, to provide an archchchchchccccccccccccccccc aeological impact assessment of the
proposed site as suggested in DoE Planning Policy y yyy y yy y yyyyyyyyyy GuGuGuGuGuuGuGuGuGGuGGuGuGuGuGuGuGuuGuGuGGuuiddance 16 (November 1990), para 21.   

1.3 The development area, which measures 0.1222222226h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6h6hhhh6hh6h6 aaaaaa.a.a.aa.aaa  innnininininninnnnnnininnnnnnin ss ssss ss sssssssssssiiziize, is at TL 626 658 and currently used 
as garden (lawn). It lies on a 30.00m ODDDDDDDDDDDDDDDDD s s ss s ss s s sssssssssspupupupupupupupupupupupupupuupupupp r,r,r,r,r,r,r,r,r,r,r,, d d d d d d d d d d dd dd ddddddddeefeeeeeeeeeefe ined by stream valleys to east and west, 
close to former areas of gravel extracctitittittititititittttt ononononononononononononnnononoonnnonnnooooo . ..

1.4 The proposed development liessessssssssssssssss iiiiii iiii ii i ii iiiiii innnn n n n n nnnnn nnn nnnn anananananaanananananananaaaann a a a a aa aaaaaa aa aaaaaaaaaaaaarerererererererererererereererrea a of high archaeological importance recorded in the 
County Historic Environmennnnnnnnnnnnnnnttttttttttt tttttttttttt ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRRRRRR cocococococococccocococcococococoocococccooocococordrdrdrdrdrdrddrdrdrdrdrrddrddddrdrd. In an area immediately to the south the ditch of a 
substantial early Iron Age eeeeeeencncncncncncnccncncncncccnnnncncnncnncnclolollolololoolololololooooooll ssuss re has been identified, with a large assemblage of 
contemporary pottery from a liimimmmmmmmmimmmm ted area, suggesting a relatively high status site (EXG 082). 
The area enclosed is very likely to include the present development area. The foundation 
trenches for the construction of 8 The Highlands contained two graves, with preserved bone, 
one of which had iron grave goods of a typical male burial of early Anglo-Saxon date; both 
graves were in the north-west part of the original house, and no further graves were identified
during construction of an extension to the south. Further early Anglo-Saxon graves are
recorded as having been found c. 1900 in an extraction pit to the west of The Highlands (EXG 
005), though the absence of any recent material from the immediate vicinity (and from a very 
small investigation just west of the development area) raises the possibility that the find spot 
was one of the other extraction pits in the area (two are shown on the 1900’s OS map 
immediately north of 8 The Highlands).  

 There is hihihihhihihihihhihihhhihihhhhhhhihhihh ghghghghghgghghghghghggghghghghggghgghggg  p ppppotential for important archaeological deposits to be disturbed by y y y yyyyyyy y yyyy ththththththhthththththhthhhthhhhisiisisisisisiiisisisis 
develooooooooooooopmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpmpmpmmmmmmpmpmpmpmmmmpmpmppp eeneneneneeeeeneeeeeeee t;t;t;t;t;;t;t;t;t;t;;;;t;;t;;;t;t; a a a aaa a a a a aa aa a a a aaaaannnnnnn nnnnn Anglo-Saxon cemetery with relatively good preservation of bothh bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbononononononononoonnononononnonononooononneeee eeeeeeeeeeee eee anananannannananananananannnannannanaa dddd dddddddddddddd
arteeeeeeeeeeeeeeefafafafafafaafaaafaaafaafaafffactctctctctctctctctctccccctctcctcts ss s s ss ss ssssss isisisisisssssisssisisisisisssssss o oo oo o oo oooo o ooffffffffff fffffffffff nann tional significance and the Iron Age enclosure is also of high signiniifififfiffifffffifififffififfffiiiiicacacacccccacacacacacacacaccccccccc ncncncncncnncncnccnccccccccccccccce.ee.e.eee.e.e.e.e.e.e.eee.e.eee..     

1.5 IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIInnnn nnnnnnn ororooroororoorororooororororoorroordededdddededededdededdddededddededdedededededeeeded r rr to inform the planning decision and any subsequent mitigation straaateteteteteteteteteteetetteteteeteteegygygygygygygygygygygygygygygggggygggg , , ththhthththththththththththththtthththhhththeeee eeeeeeeeeee eeeee fffffoffffffollowing
wowowowowowowoowowowowowowowoowwowowwowowoworkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrrkrrrkrrrrrrrrrrrk is required:  

� A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development areaaaaaaaaaaaa...... .. ..

1.6 The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality and 
extent, to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and mitigation
measures. Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work should there be any 
archaeological finds of significance will be based upon the results of the evaluation and will be
the subject of an additional brief.
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1.7 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, 
the definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be 
defined and negotiated with the commissioning body. 

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

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

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

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

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

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

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

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 

1.7 All arrangemeneenenenenenenennenenennnenneenttstttttttttt  for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the siiiiteteteteteteteteeteeteteeteeeteteeeteee, ,, , , , ,,
the definitititiiononononononononononononnonnononoonoooooooon ooooo o ooooooooooofff ff thththhthththhthtththththhthththththththththhhthhe e precise area of landholding and area for proposed development aree tttttttttttttttto o oooooo oo ooooooo bebebebebbbebebebebbebbebbe  
defined d dd d d dddd ddd ddd anananananananananannananananaanaaanaa ddddd dddddddddddddd neneneeneneneneneneneneneneeenennnnnnneggggogogoggogoggogggggggg tiiated with the commissioning body. 

1.8 DeDeDeDeDeDeDeeDeDeeDeeeeeeeeDeDetatatatatataatatataataataataaiiiiilliliiliiilededededededededdedededededdededddededededd ss s sss ss ssttatt ndards, information and advice to supplement this brief are totoototooootototototooooooootoo b b b b b b b bbb bb bbbbbbbbee eee  fofofofofofofofofofofofofofffffofofffoffof uunu d in 
SSSStStStStStStSStSSSSSSSSSSSSSS ananannnannannanannnnannnnnnnanndadadadadadadadadadadadadaddadadddaddad rrdrdrr s s for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archahahaaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooooeoooeeololololololololololooloollllogygygygygygygygygyyygygyyyygygygygyygyyyyy O OOOO O O O OO OOOOOOOOO OO Occcccccccccccc asional
PaPaPaPaPaPaaPaPaPaPaPPaPaPaPaaPaaPaPaPaPPaPaPPPaPapeppepepepepepepepeepepersr  14, 2003. 

111.11.11.1.1.111.1.1..9 99 99 99 999 9 9 99999999999 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced byyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy t ttt t t t t t ttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheehhhhehehehe    I  Institute of Field
Archaeologists this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee thttttthtttt e 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 ther
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; 
telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work must not commence until this office has 
approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable to undertake the work, and the WSI 
as satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to 
satisfy the requirements of the planning condition. 

1.10 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to 
provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination..n........ T TTTTTT T TT T TTT The developer should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contaminatiooooooooooooooooooooonnnnnn nnnn nnnn nnnnnnn sssisissssissss ll      ikely to have an impact on any 
archaeological deposit which exists; proposaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaalslslslslslslsslsslslslssllllslslslslsssss f f f f f f f f ffffff forororororrrrrrrrrrrrrrr s s s s s s s s ss ss ss ss sssssssaamaaaaaaamaaaaaaaaa pling should be discussed with the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological SeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeeSSSeSeeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSS rrrvrvrvrvrvrrvrvrr cicicicicicicicicicicicccccceeeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeee eeeee ofofofofofofoffofofooooooofoooooffoofooo  S SSSSSSCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution.

1.11 The responsibility for identifying any y yyy y yy y yyyyyyy cccocccccoccccccccococ nssnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsssnssnsssstrttrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrtrtrttt aaaaaaiaa nts on field-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument 
status, Listed Building status, pupupupupupupupupupupupupppupupupuppppppp blblblblblblblblblblblbllbllbblbbb iciciciiiiii  uuuuuuuuu uu uuuuuuutitititititttittititttit lililiiiliiiiiiiiiiittttttititittttttt es or other services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecooloooolololooloooolooologigigigigigigiggggigiggigiigigigiggigg cccccccccccccccccaaaalaalaaaaaaa  cccc ccccccccccccccccccccccononononononoonononononononoonnonoooooooonssis derations rests with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. TTTTTTTTThehehehehehehehehehehehehehheheheehehhhhhh  e ee eee ee eeeeeeeeeeeexixixixixixixixixixxixixxxxixixixxixx stststssstststsssssssstssss ene ce and content of the archaeological brief does not 
over-ride such constraints or mimmmmmmmmmmplplplplppllpplplplplplplpplplplpppppp yy yy that the target area is freely available.

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

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

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

2.2 Identify thee ddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddaaaaaaataaaaaaaaataa e, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit withinnnn ttttttt tt tttttttttthehhhhhehehehehehehhehehehehehhehhhh  
applicatioooiooooooooioooonnn nnnn n nnn nnn nnn n ararararararaaarararaararaaraarreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaaeaaaaeaea, ,, , , , , ,,,, tottogether with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservaatitionononononnonnnonononnonononoono ... . ... 

2.3 Evvvvvvvvvvvvalalalaalalalalalaalalalalallaaaalaaaluuauuauuuuauauuauauauauuuauuuuuuateteeeteteteteteeteteetetete ttt tt tt t tt t t tttt tt tttthhhhhhhhehhhhhhhhhhe likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence eee ee eeee ee eee e ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofooofofofffoffooofo  m mm mmmmmmm mmmmmm mmmmaaaasaaasasasasasasassasasaskikk ng 
cococococococococococococococococoooococccoc lllllllllllllllllluvuvvuvvuvvuvuvvuvvvvvvvuvuvvvvuvuvvvvvvvvu iaiaiaiaiaaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaaaaaaaallll/l/l/l/lllllllllll alluvial deposits. 

2.22.22.2.2.2.222.2.2.2.2.222.2222.4 4444 4 44 4 44444444444 4444 EsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEEsEEEEEEE ttatat blish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence.

2.2.2.2.2.22.22.22.222.2222.222.2 5 5555555 5555555555 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological consserererrrrrrrrrrrrrrvavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavaavavv tititititititititititttitttitioooonooo  strategy, dealing 
with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working pppppprrrrrrarrrrrr ctices, 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 ff
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evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of 
potential.  Any further excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. 
Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document 
covers only the evaluation stage. 

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

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

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1  Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area of the development site, which is 
63.00m2. 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 1.80m wide 
unless special circumstances can be demonstrated, which will result in 35.00m of trenching.  

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ must be used (minimum of 1.20m 
wide). A scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in 
the WSI and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT before field work 
begins. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeo-environmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 

evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment ofo  
potential.  Any yy y yy yy yyy yy yyyy y y yyyyyyyyy fufffffffffffurther excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparatioon n n    ofofofofofofofofofofofofofoofofofoofoofoofoo      
a full archiiiveveveveeveveveveveeeveeveveveevevvvvvvve,,,,,,,, ,, anananananananananaananananannnd d d ddddddddddddddddddddddddd an assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may fffoloolololololollolololoooloolooooo lololollolololololooloolooooow.w.ww.w.w.w.....  
Each ssssssssssssssstatatatatatatatatatatatataataataaaataaaaagegegegegegegegegegegeggegegeeegg  wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwilililililililililililiiiiilllllll l llllllll bbbbebbbbe the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; this ddddddocococococococococococcocococccccccccumumumumumumumumuumumuuuumuuuuuumeneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeeenee ttttt ttttttttttt
coveveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeersrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrrsrrrsrsrsrrrs o oooooooonlnlnlnlnlnnnlnlnlnlnlnlnnllnlllnnn y y y y yyy y y yy y y y yyy yyyy ththtththththhththththttthtttttttthe e evaluation stage.

2.7 ThTThThThThThThThThTTTTTTTTT e ee ee e e e eeeeeee e eeee ee dedededededededeeededdededededdeddddeddedd vevvvev loper or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as abovve)e)e)e)e)eeee)e)e)e)e)e))))) f ff f ffff ffff f ivivivivivivivivivivvvvvivivvvveeeee eeee ee ee wowoowowowowowowowowowowowowowowwowwwowoworkrkrkrkkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkkrkrkkkrkrrking days 
nononononononononononnonononnnnononnnnnnnnnootititititititititititittttttt cececececececcccececc  of the commencement of ground works on the site, in orderrrrrrrrr tt tttttt tt t  tt ttttt thahahahahahahahahahahahaahahahahhaahattttt t tttttttttttt thhthhhhththhththththhhhhthhhhhhhhee eee e ee e eeeeeeee woww rk of the
aaraaaaaraa chaeological contractor may be monitored.

2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2222222222 8 88888888888888888888888 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrreteteteteteeteteteteteeteteteety y (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:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1  Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area of the development site, which is 
63.00m2. These shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought 
to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trennchchchhchchchhhhchhhchchhcchhchhhhchchchcccheseeeeeeeeeeeeee  are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide 
unless special circumstances can be demonstrateeeeeeeed,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,, ww w wwwww w wwwww ihhihihhihiiiiiiichcchccccccccccccccccccc  will result in 35.00m of trenching.  

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘dddddddddddddddddddddditittitititittititititititititiiti chchchchchchchchhchchchchchc inininininininininininnnnnnnnnnnnng gg gggg g g ggggg g g gg gggg bbububububububububububbbbbbb cket’ must be used (minimum of 1.20m 
wide). A scale plan showing the proposssededededededededededededededdedddd l lllll l l llllllococococccocococoocoococccccccatatatatatatatatatatatattttaaaatataataaaa iooooioioioiooionsn  of the trial trenches should be included in 
the WSI and the detailed trench desisisisisisisisisisisisisisss gngngngngngngngngngngngngnnngngngnggggggggngg  m mmmmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmususususususususuussusussususususuuuuuu tttt ttttt be approved by SCCAS/CT before field work
begins.

3.3  The topsoil may be mechaniciciciccciccicicccccccccciccicaaaaaalalaaalaaalaa lylylylylylylyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy r rr r r r rr rrrrr rrrrrememeeeeeeeeeeeeeemeeee oved using an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
arm and fitted with a toothless bubububububuubuubububububububububuubbbbb cckc et, down to the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil
or other visible archaeological surface. All machine excavation is to be under the direct control 
and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeological
material.

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

3.5 In all evaluatatttttioioiii n excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimumumuummmummmmmm 
disturbance e totototototototototototottotttttttottotottottt  t he site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeologiggigigigigigigigigigigiggggggggggg cacacacacacacacacacacacaccccaccccccacaaac l
featuresss, ,  ,,,,,,, e.e.e.e.e.ee.e.eeeeeeeeee.ggg.g.g.g.g.g.gg.g.g.gg..... s sssssssssssss s ssssssooloooooooooooooooooooo idi  or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, sshohoooooooooooulullulululuulullululululululuuululd ddddddd dddddddddddddd bebebebebebebebebebeebeebeebebeebeebbbbebbbb  
preserrrrrrrrrrrrrveveveveveveveveveveeeeveeeeeeeeev d ddddddddddddddddd inininnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntatatatattatatatatatatatatatatatatat cctctcctcccc  even if fills are sampled. For guidance: 

FoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFooFoFoFoFoFoFFoFooooFooFFF rrrr rr r rr lilliiiiiiiiiiiiiiineneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeneeneenenennnennnnneneaaaaaraaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  features, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their rrr rr rr wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwwwwiiwwiwiwwwwiwwwwwwww dtdtdtdtddtdtdtdtdtdtddtdtdtdtddttddddddd h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;;h;h;h;h;hh;;h;h;;;; 

FoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFFoFFFFFFF r ddiscrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be samplp edddd ( ( ( ( ( ((((((( ( ( ( (((( (( ((( (ininnininnininnninininnnininininnnin ssss ssssss somomomomomomomomomomommomomommmmmmmmmommo e eeeee eeeeeeeee eee iiininiii stances  
1100% may be requested).

333.333333333 6 6 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the perrrioioiiiooioiioiiiiiiioi d, depth and nature of 
any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must 
be established across the site.

3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeo-environmental
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
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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 palaeo-environmental and palaeo-
economic 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 Rachel Ballantyne, English Heritage Regional Adviser for 
Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling archaeological deposits 
(Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling archaeological deposits for 
environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

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

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

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

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

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

3.13 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images (using a minimum 5megapixel 
camera). 

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

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

4. General Management 

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

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

4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are 
available to fulfill the Brief. 
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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. Its 
conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the site, and the 
significance of that potential in the context of the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian 
Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

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

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

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

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

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

5.12 The WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this project 
with the Archaeology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to 
ensure the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).

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

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

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

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

5.17 An unbound copy of the evaluation report, clearly marked DRAFT, must be presented to 
SCCAS/CT for approval within six months of the completion of fieldwork unless other 
arrangements are negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT. 

 Following acceptance, two copies of the report should be submitted to SCCAS/CT together 
with a digital .pdf version. 

5.18 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. 

5.19 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. 

5.20 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). 
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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 An unbound copy of the evaluation report, clearly marked DRAFT, must be presented to 
SCCAS/CT for approval within six months of the completion of fieldwork unless other 
arrangements are negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT. 

 Following acceptance, two copies of the report should be submitted to SCCAS/CT together 
with a digital .pdf version. 

5.18 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plann ssshohohohohohohohohohohohohohohoohohohhohouulululululuuuuuulululuuluuuuuuu dd dd ddd d dd d d d bebebebebebebebebebebebeeeebebebebebebebebeee included with the report, which must 
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, forrrrrrrrorrr i i i ii iiiiii ii iiiiiinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntetetetetetetttettetet grgrgrgrgrgrrgrgrgrgrgrgrggrggrgrrgrrgrrrgratatatatatatatatataatatatatatatataaa ioioioiiioioioiiiiion in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into aa ffffffffffffffffororororororororororororororororororororoooroo mammamamamamamamamammmamatttttttttttttttttt t tt t t t t ttttttttttttthahahahahahahahahahahahahahahaahahhahhhahhhhhh tt t can be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange Fiileleeeeeeeeeeeeeeee o o o oo o o oooooooooooooorr rrrrrrrrrrrr .d.d.ddd.d.d.d.d.dddddddxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxxxfxfxfxfxfxxxxx )) ) ) ) ) ) ))) ) ))))))))))) or already transferred to .TAB files.

5.19 At the start of work (immediaaaaaaatetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetetelylyylylyylylylylylyylylyylylyyyyyy b bbbbbbbb bbbbbbb befefefeffefefefefeffffffeffefeeefe ororororororororoororooooorooooroo eeeee eeee fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/////oaoaoaoaoaaoaoaaoaoaoooaoaasisisisisisissisisss ss/s/s/s/s/s/s////////// mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmuuuusuuuuuuuuuuuuuuu t be initiated and key fields completed on Details, ///////
Location and Creators forms. 

5.20 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).
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Specification by: Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Service Delivery 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR        

Tel:   01284 352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 3 August 2009   Reference: / SpecEval_8 The HighlandsExning2009.doc 

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. 

Specification by: Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Couououuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncnncnnccncccncililiiililililiil 
Archaeologicall SS S SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSerererererererererererrererrrere vivivvvivivvvicececeececececececececececeeeececcccccc  CC C C C CCCC CCC CCCCCCCCCCCCC ono servation Team 
Environmennt tt tt tt tttttt ttt t tt ananananaaananaanananaaaaaand dd d d d d dd d dd TrTTrTrTrTrTrTrrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTTTrTrTrTraaaaananaaanaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ssport Service Delivery 
9-10 TTheheeeee CC CCC CC CCCCCCCCCCCCCChuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhhhuhh rcrcrcrccccccccccccccccccchyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhhyhh aaaaaaaraaa d, Shire Hall 
Buryyyyyyyyyyy S SSSSSSSSSSSSSt tt t tt t t tt t tt tt EdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEEEEEEEEE mummumumumumumumumumumumumumumuumumumumumumumm ndndndndndndndndndndndnddnndnddds s
SuSuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffololololololoololololoololooooo kk k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk IPIPIPPPPPIPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP33333333333333333333333333333333333333 2222 222222 222AR        

TeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeeeeeeeel:l::l:l::l:l:l:ll:l:l::l::l      01284 352197
EmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmmEmEmEmEEmEmEEmEmEmEEmEmmmmE ail:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 3 August 2009   Reference: / SpecEval_8 The HighlandsExning2009.doc

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 prprppppp ogogogogogogoggogogogogogogogogogooggooooo rarararrararararaaararrrrrrrrrrrrrr mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmme ee of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be conononononnnonnononnnnononnnsisisiisisisisisisisisissisisisss dedededededededededeeeeeeeeeeedd rererererererererererererererereererrrerereeeedddd dddddddddd by the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Cououuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuncncncncncncncncncncnncnnncncnnccnnnncncccn ililllllllll,,,,, ,,,, , ,, hwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhhhwhwwwhhhwwwww o o have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 


