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Summary 
 

An archaeological excavation was carried out on Puddlebrook Playing Fields, Haverhill 

following an evaluation which revealed evidence dating from the prehistoric to the post-

medieval period, and in particular a cremation burial dating to the Late Bronze Age 

(Stirk 2009). The excavation identified a second cremation pit also of Late Bronze Age 

date but no other features.  

 

 

Summary 

An archaeolololololoolololololololoololoogigigigigigiggigiggigigigigigigigggggg cacacacacacacacacacaaaaaaaaal l lll  ll lllll lll eeeeeexeeeeeeeeeeee cavation was carried out on Puddlebrook Playing Fields, HaHaHaHaHaHaaHaHaHaHaaaaHaavevevevvvevevevevevvevvvvevvevvvvv rhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhrhhrhrhrhrhrhhhrhililiililililililililillillii lllll llllll

followinnnnnnnnnnnnnng g g g g g g g g ggg g g ggggggg anananananananananananananananannnnna  ee ee ee ee e e eee eeevavavavavavavavavvvvvvvvvvv luation which revealed evidence dating from the prehistoricciciciciccicccicccccc t t ttttt t tttt ttttttttto oooooooooooooooooooooo thththththththththhhthththhththtthtthhhtththhe ee e e e eeeeeeeeeeee pppppopp st-

meeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeedididididididdidididiididddddddddd evevevevevevevevevevevevvvvvvvvvvalalalalalalalaalalalalalalallalla p p p p p pppppppppperiod, and in particular a cremation burial dating to the Latata e ee e e e e e e ee e eeeeeeeeee BrBrBrBrBrBrBBrBBrBrBBrBBBBrBBBBBBB onononononononononnonnononnnnonnononnnzezezezezezezezezezezezeezeeezezezezezzeeez  Age 

(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S(S((SSStititititittititititittitiittitittt rkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkrkrkrkrkrkrrrrrrrr  2009). The excavation identified a second cremation pit alsssssssssssssssssso o o o ooo oo oooo oo oooo o oofofoofofofofofofofooffoooooooo L LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLatatatatatatatatatatatatatataaaaaaattattate Bronze Age 

dddddddadddddddddddddddd te but no other features.  
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1. Introduction 
 

On 22nd to 24th February and 26th February 2010 an excavation was undertaken on 

land known as Puddlebrook Playing Fields, Haverhill that was carried out in accordance 

with a Brief and Specification produced by Dr. Jess Tipper (SCCAS/CT) (Appendix 1). 

The work was commissioned by Suffolk County Council and took place in advance of 

the proposed construction of a new school (Clements Primary School) (Pre-planning) 

and after an evaluation, also carried out by SCCAS (Stirk 2009). 

 

2. The excavation  
 

2.1 Site location  
Haverhill is located in the south-west corner of Suffolk, on the border of Cambridgeshire 

(west) and Essex (south). It lies 14m due south from Newmarket and 19m north from 

Braintree. Puddlebrook Playing Fields (TL 662 447) are situated on the south-west side 

of Haverhill, within the arc of the A1017 ring road and south of Cleves Road. The 

excavation area was centred on the location of cremation pit 0119 (in evaluation Trench 

4) and encompassed a regular area of 900m sq around that point.  

 

2.2 Geology and topography 
The site is located on boulder clay (Glacial till) and lies at a height of just over 100m OD 

on relatively flat ground. A slight rise in ground level is visible to the east end of the site. 

At the time of excavation, the land was a grassy playing field, bounded on the west and 

south side by scrub and trees. The north side is open (as is the east side) and bounded 

by Cleves Road and Greenfields Way.  

 

At the time of excavation, the land was waterlogged resulting in difficult conditions for 

both mechanical stripping and hand-excavation. It should be noted that as much as one 

quarter of the excavation area was under standing water. 

 

2.3 Archaeological and historical background
The Historic Environment Record (HER) has a small number of entries located near to 

the subject site. They are presented below in Table 1. 
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Figure 1.  Site location, showing development area (red) 
                       and excavation area (purple)
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HER number Description Location  Date 
HVH 010 Pottery scatter at Haverhill Hall, found during fieldwalking 560m to S Rom 
HVH 012 Barrow, probably Bronze Age, marked on 1st edition OS map 200m to NE Und 
HVH 021 Probable rubbish pits identified whilst fieldwalking and metal-detecting 580m to NE Rom 
HVH 024 Ditches and other features found during an excavation 570m to WNW IA/Rom 
HVH 026 Ladygate and Poplar Wood, ancient woodland 1km to SW Med 
HVH 030 Silver disc/saucer brooch, found by metal detectorist 480m to NW Sax 
HVH 036 Ditches and postholes found during an excavation 380m to NW IA 
HVH 037 Cottage and garden marked on 1737 map. Also excavated 390m to WNW PMed 
HVH 039 Ditches and pits identified during an excavation 530m to WNW IA/Rom 

Table 1.  Selected HER entries in proximity to Puddlebrook Playing Fields 

 

3. Methodology
 

The excavation area was square in shape and measured 30m by 30m (900m sq) and 

was stripped using a tracked 360 mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless ditching 

bucket. Topsoil and subsoil were removed separately and stored at the edge of site 

using two 9 ton dumpers until they became unable to operate in the extremely wet 

conditions. At this point, the excavator was used to store the spoil. Overburden was 

removed to the natural horizon or archaeological deposit, whichever was encountered 

first. All mechanical stripping was carried out under the constant supervision of an 

experienced archaeologist. 

 

A high-resolution digital colour photographic record was taken of the excavation area 

and all exposed deposits, supplemented by hand-drawn sections at 1:10 or 1:20, as 

appropriate. Written descriptions were recorded on SCCAS pro forma sheets. A plan of 

the excavation area was drawn at scale 1:50 and Ordnance Datum levels were taken 

using a Leica GPS.  

 

Metal-detecting of all overburden and excavated deposits was also undertaken. Two 

environmental samples were taken. 

 

The site archive is kept in the SCCAS main store at Bury St Edmunds under HER no. 

HVH 069 and a digital copy of the report has been submitted online to the 

Archaeological Data Service at: http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit 
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HER number Descriririririiririririririririrrrrrrrr ptppppppppppppp ion Location  Dateeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
HVH 010 Pootttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttttt erererererererererereerrrerrererrerery y yy y y yyy yyyyyyyyyyy scscatter at Haverhill Hall, found during fieldwalking 560m to S RoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRooRoRoooRooRooRoRooR m mm m m mmmmmmmmmmmmmm
HVH 012 BaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaBaaaBaarrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr owowowowowowowowowwwwwwwwwwwwwww, ,, , , , ,, ,, prprprprprprprprprprppprprpprpp obably Bronze Age, marked on 1st edition OS map 200m to NE UUnUnUnUnUUnUnUUnUnUnUnUnUnUnUUU d d ddd dd d 
HVH 021 PrPPPrPrPrPPPrPrPPPPPPPPPPP obobobobobobobobobbbbbbbbbbbababababababababababababababababbbabaabaaaa lel  rubbish pits identified whilst fieldwalking and metal-detecting 580m to NE RoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRoRooRoRoRooRRRR mmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmm
HVH 024 DiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDiDDDiDDDiDDDiD tctctctctctctctctctctctctctct hhhhehhhhhhhh s and other features found during an excavation 570m to WNWNWNWNWNNNWNWNWNWNNWNWNWNWNWNWNWNNWNWW WWWWWW W WWWWWWWWWWWW IAIAIAIAIAIAIAIAIAIAIAAIAIAAI //////R// om 
HVH 022222222226 66 6666 6 66 66666666 6 LaLL dygate and Poplar Wood, ancient woodland 1km totototototooototoootooo SS S S S S SS S S SSSSSSSSSSSSW WWWW WWWWWWWWWWWWW WWWWWW Med 
HVH H 030303030303030330303030303303330 0000000000000000 Silver disc/saucer brooch, found by metal detectorist 488888888888880m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0mm0m0mm000  tt t t t ttt tt tto NWNWNWNWNWNWNWNWWNWNWNWWNWNWWNWNWNWNWW Sax 
HVHVHVHVHVVVHVHVVVVVVHVVVHVVHVHVVHVH H H H H H H H H HHHHH HHHHHH 033333333333333336 6 6 6 6 66666666 6 66 6666666 Ditches and postholes found during an excavation 383838383838388383838388383838380m00m0m0m0m0m0m0m00m0m0m0m0m00m0  tttttttttttttttttttto ooo o oo o o oooooooo NWNWNWNWNWNWNWNWWNWWWWWNWWNWNWN  IA 
HVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVVVVHVHHVHHVH HHHH H H H H HHHHHH 03030303030303030303303030303033033303030330030 7 77777777777777777 Cottage and garden marked on 1737 map. Also excavated 333399393393333333933 0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0m0mmmmmmm0m0 ttt ttttt ttto WNW PMed 
HVHVHVVVVHVHVHVHVHVVHVHVVHVVHVVVVVVVVVHHHH HH HHH HHHHHHHHH 00000030000 9 Ditches and pits identified during an excavation 5353535353535353535353535535353535553530m0m0m0m0m0m0m000m0m0m0m0m000  to WNW IA/Rom 

Table 1.  Selected HER entries in proximity to Puddlebrook Plalalalalalalalalaalalalalaaaaaayyyyyyiyiyyyyyyyyyyyyy ng Fields 

3. Methodology

The excavation area was square in shape and measured 30m by 30m (900m sq) and 

was stripped using a tracked 360 mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless ditching 

bucket. Topsoil and subsoil were removed separately and stored at the edge of site

using two 9 ton dumpers until they became unable tttt ttttttttttttttttttttttttttto ooooooooooooooo operate in the extremely wet 

conditions. At this point, the excavator was usssssssssssssssededededededededededededddeddedeedededddd tttt tttttttto o o oooooooooo stststststststsststststsstssstttststs ooorooooooo e the spoil. Overburden was 

removed to the natural horizon or archaeololololololololololollololololololo ogogogogogogogogoogogogogoggooggogogggooo iciccciciccicciciccciccccccccciciccalalalalalalalaalalalaaaalaaaaaa  dddddddddddeposit, whichever was encountered 

first. All mechanical stripping was caaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr ieieieieieieieieieieieieeeiiied d dddddddd dddddddddd ououououououououououououououououououuouuououuuout tttttttttttttt under the constant supervision of an 

experienced archaeologist. 

A highg -resolution digital colour photographic record was taken of the exccavation area 

and all exposed deposits, supplemented by hand-drawn sections at 1:10 or 1:20, as 

appropriate. Written descriptions were recorded on SCCAS pro forma sheets. A plan of 

the excavation area was drawn at scale 1:50 and Ordnance Datum levels were taken 

using a Leica GPS. 

Metal-detecting g g g g  gggggggggg ofofofofofofofofofofofoffofofofofooofofoofooofoooooo  aaaaaaaaall overburden and excavated deposits was also undertaken. Twwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwo o o o o o oooo o oo oooo

environmenennnnnnnnnennnnenntatatatatatatatatatatatatatataataatallll lllllll sasasasasasasasasasasasaasaaasssaampmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm les were taken. 

ThThhThThThhThhhThhThhThhhhhhT eeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ssiisisisisisisisissisisisiteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteetetetet  a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaarchive is kept in the SCCAS main store at Bury St Edmunddndndddddddnddds s s sssssss sss s s s ssss ssssss unununununununuunuuuuunuuuuuuu dededededededededeedededededededeeddddedd rrrr rrrrrrrrrr HHHHHEHHHHHH R no. 

HVHVHVHVHVHVVHVHVHVHVHVVHVHVHVHVVVHVVVVVVHVHVHVVVHHHHHVHVHHHHHH HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH 069 and a digital copy of the report has been submitted onllllnllllllllllinininininininininininininnninninnne eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee tototototototototoootoootoooootoototto tt t t t t tt tt ttttthhhhehhhhhehhhhhhh  

ArAAAAAAAAA chaeological Data Service at: http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/libbbbbbbbbbbbbrary/greylit
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4. Results  
 

4.1 Introduction 
The excavation identified a single cremation pit, located at the extreme southern edge 

of the area (Fig. 2). Modern rutting and plough scarring was also seen. 

 

The underlying natural 1007 comprised light yellow clay and was truncated by 

cremation pit 1005.   

 

Cremation pit 1005 was located approximately 7.5m from the south-west corner of the 

excavation area, immediately adjacent to the south edge. It was circular in plan with a 

flat-based, u-shape profile and was 0.68m in diameter by 0.32m deep. Three fills were 

identified, the earliest of which was very dark grey clay (1004). The mid fill was light 

greyish yellow clay (1006), and the third, uppermost fill was mottled dark yellowish grey 

clay (1003). Fill 1004 contained a small quantity of small fragments of cremated bone. 

Both fills 1003 and 1004 were sampled for the recovery of macrofossil and burnt 

remains, the latter for C14 dating purposes. No finds were recovered. 

 

Subsoil 1002 was mid brownish yellow clay and overlay the cremation pit. It extended 

across the excavation area and was approximately 0.21m thick. Topsoil 1001 was dark 

grey silty clay and overlay all deposits. It was 0.3m thick. No finds were recovered from 

either of these layers. 

 

5. The environmental evidence 
 

5.1 Introduction  
Excavation produced an unurned cremation deposit of Late Bronze Age date. The 

deposit contained cremated human bone and charred plant macrofossils 

 

5.2 Cremated human remains  
Sue Anderson 
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5. The environmental evidence 
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Introduction and methodology 

This report examines the cremated bone collected from an unurned cremation burial of 

Late Bronze Age date. Another cremation burial from the same site was reported on 

during the evaluation (Anderson 2009, Appendix 5, No. 1). 

 

Bone was collected under two fill numbers from pit 1005 (upper fill 1003, lower fill 1004) 

as bulk samples 101 and 100. The samples were bulk floated, with the entire residue 

from each context being retained as a single group. The bone was sorted into five 

categories: skull, axial, upper limb, lower limb, and unidentified. All fragment groups 

were weighed to the nearest tenth of a gram. Measurements of maximum skull and long 

bone fragment sizes were also recorded. Observations were made, where possible, 

concerning bone colour, age, sex, dental remains and pathology. Identifiable fragments 

were noted. Methods used follow the Workshop of European Anthropologists (WEA 

1980) and McKinley (1994; 2004). 

 

The cremated bone 

Table 2 shows the bone weights and percentages of identified bone from the burial, and 

the proportions of bone identified from the four areas of the skeleton (skull, axial, upper 

limb, lower limb). Expected proportions are provided based on McKinley (1994, 6). 

 
Area Total no. Total wt/g % identified % expected 
Skull 85 11.7 2.9 18.2
Axial 4 0.6 1.0 20.6
Upper limb 44 17.7 30.2 23.1
Lower limb 109 28.6 48.8 38.1
Total identified 242 58.6 - -
Unidentified  - 49.9   
Total - 108.5 - - 

Table 2. Percentages of identified fragments out of total identified to area of skeleton 
 

This shows that limb bone fragments were over-represented amongst the identifiable 

material, and that other areas of the skeleton are under-represented. It has been 

suggested that ‘it should be possible to recognise any bias in the collection of certain 

areas of the body after cremation’ (McKinley 1994, 6). However, there is also some bias 

inherent in the identification of elements. McKinley notes the ease with which even tiny 

fragments of skull can be recognised, and conversely the difficulty of identifying long 

bone fragments. These figures can therefore provide only a rough guide to what was 

originally collected. 
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were weighed to the nearest tenth of a gram. Measurements of maximum skull and long 

bone fragment sizes were also recorded. Observations were made, where possible,

concerning bone colour, age, sex, dental remains and pathology. Identifiable fragments

were noted. Methods used follow the Workshop of European Anthropologists (WEA 

1980) and McKinley (1994; 2004). 

The cremated bone
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Area Total no. Total wt/g % identified % expected 
Skull 85 11.7 2.9 18.2
Axial 4 0.6 1.0 20.6
Upper limb 44 17.7 30.2 23.1
Lower limb 109 28.6 48.8 38.1
Total identified 242 58.6 - -
Unidentified  - 49.9 
Total - 108.5 - - 

Table 2. Percentages of identified fragments out of total identified to area of skeleton 
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bone fragments. These figures can therefore provide only a rough guide to what was

originally collected.
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Identifiable pieces in this group included cranial vault, humerus, ?ulna, femur, tibia and 

fibula. The fragments were adult, but there was no evidence to indicate the sex of the 

individual. Nor was there any evidence to suggest that the bone from this burial 

represented more than one individual. 

 

The total weight is very low for a cremation burial. Mays (1998, Table 11.2) notes that 

the combusted weight of an adult skeleton has a mean of around 1500g for females and 

2300g for males. The quantity of bone in this assemblage therefore represents only a 

small proportion of the combusted weight of an average adult skeleton.  

 

The degree of fragmentation was very high. The largest fragment of skull was 18mm 

long and the largest piece of long bone 48mm long (4.4g), although the latter was at 

least double the length of any other long bone fragment in the assemblage. The 

average weight of the identifiable fragments was only 0.24g. However, the identification 

rate of 54.0% is relatively high for an unurned cremation. 

 

Most bone in this group was fully oxidised and white in colour, although a few inner 

fragments of thicker long bones, particularly the femur, were black in colour. The 

presence of a high proportion of white bone indicates firing temperatures in excess of 

c.600°C (McKinley 2004, 11), although Mays (1999, 159) noted that the uniformity of 

colour in the surviving bone at Ardleigh in Essex may be due to poor survival of less 

well cremated bone.  

 

Radiocarbon dating 

A fragment of upper limb bone was selected for radiocarbon dating and submitted to 

SUERC (SUERC-30006 (GU-21761)). The sample returned a date of 2905 ± 35 BP 

(1260–990 cal BC at 2�) (Appendix 5, No. 2). 

 

Summary and Discussion 

The burial contained the fragmented remains of one individual, an adult of indeterminate 

age and sex. The total weight of bone indicates that the skeleton was very incomplete. 

This may be due to poor collection following the cremation ritual, poor preservation of 

incompletely cremated material following burial, a token collection of remains for burial, 

or severe truncation. Later prehistoric cremations, from the Late Bronze Age onwards, 

are often less complete than the large urned burials of earlier Bronze Age date. 
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2300g for males. The quantity of bone in this assemblage therefore represents only a 

small proportion of the combusted weight of an average adult skeleton. 

The degree of fragmentation was very high. The largest fragment of skull was 18mm 

long and the largest piece of long bone 48mm long (4.4g), although the latter was at

least double the length of any other long bone fragment in the assemblage. The 

average weight of the identifiable fragments was onnnnnnnnnnnnnnnlylylylylylylylylylylylyylyyyyyyyyy 0.24g. However, the identification 
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c.600°C (McKinley 2004, 11), although Mays (1999, 159) noted that the uniformity of 

colour in the surviving bone at Ardleigh in Essex may be due to poor survival of less 

well cremated bone.  

Radiocarbon dating 
A fragment of upper limb bone was selected for radiocarbon dating and submitted to

SUERC (SUERCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC-3-3-3-3-3-3-3-3--3-3--3-33-3-333--30006 (GU-21761)). The sample returned a date of 2905 ± 35 BP PP PPP PPPPPPP P 
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aaaaagaaaaaaaa e and sex. The total weight of bone indicates that the skeleton wawawawawawawawawawawawaawawawwwww s very incomplete.

This may be due to poor collection following the cremation ritual, poor preservation of 

incompletely cremated material following burial, a token collection of remains for burial, 

or severe truncation. Later prehistoric cremations, from the Late Bronze Age onwards, 

are often less complete than the large urned burials of earlier Bronze Age date. 
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It may be of interest to note that in this group, limb bones were noticeably more frequent 

than skull fragments, despite the relative ease of identifying the latter. Conversely, 

cranial fragments were over-represented in the other burial from this site. This may 

suggest that selection of particular parts of the skeleton for burial was being carried out. 

However, despite belonging to the same broad period, the two burials have been shown 

by radiocarbon dating to be non-contemporaneous, with the current burial having 

occurred perhaps as much as 400 years earlier (and at least 60 years earlier) than the 

previously excavated example. If special selection for burial were taking place it may 

have been a long-standing practice. 

 

5.3  Plant macrofossils and other remains  
Val Fryer 
 

Introduction and method statement 

Samples for the retrieval of the plant macrofossil assemblages were taken from the 

main and upper fills of cremation pit 1005 (contexts 1004 and 1003 respectively), and 

were submitted for assessment. 

 

The samples were bulk floated by SCCAS staff and the flots were collected in a 300 

micron mesh sieve. The dried flots were scanned under a binocular microscope at 

magnifications up to x 16 and the plant macrofossils and other remains noted are listed 

below in Table 3. All plant remains were charred. Modern fibrous roots were present 

within both assemblages. 

 

Results

Although the assemblage from Sample 100 (from the main fill of the cremation pit) was 

relatively large (circa 0.7 litres in volume), it was very limited in composition, being 

almost entirely composed of highly comminuted fragments of charcoal/charred wood. 

Occasional pieces of charred root/stem were also noted along with very rare fragments 

of burnt or calcined bone. Larger pieces of charcoal/charred wood were rare, and of 

those noted, most had a very distinct flaked appearance, possibly indicative of 

combustion at very high temperatures. 

 

The assemblage from Sample 101 (upper fill) was almost identical in composition to that 

from the main fill, although far less material was recorded. Fragments of black porous 
9

It may be of interesesesesessesesesesesseseeseseeeeeeessst tttt to note that in this group, limb bones were noticeably more frequeeueeueueueueueueeeeeeueeeeueeeeeeeeentnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  

than skull fraaaaaaaaaaaagmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmgmmmg enenenenenenenenenenenenenennnennnnnnnntstststststststststststststssssssststss, despite the relative ease of identifying the latter. Converselelelelleleleleleleee y,y,y,y,y,y,yy,y,y,y,y,yy,yy,yyyy,,y,,,  

cranial frfrfrfrrfrfrrrrfrrragagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagagggaa memememememememememememememeemmmmmmememmeeeeentntntntntntntntttntnttnttnttnttn s were over-represented in the other burial from this site. Thihhihihihihihihihihihihihhihihhhh s s ss ss sss s ssssssss mamamamamamamamamamamamammmammmamamammaamayyyy yyyyyyyyyy

suggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggg eseseseseseseseseseesesee tt tt ttttt t thththththththththhththththhthththththtthhthataaataaaaaaaaaaaa  selection of particular parts of the skeleton for burial was  bebebebebebebebebebebebeebebebebbbb inininininininininininnninng g gg gg g gggggggggg ggg cacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacccccc rried out. 

HoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHoHHHHH weweweweweweeweweweweweweweweweweeweeeweweeweeeevvvevvvvvvvevvvvvvv r, despite belonging to the same broad period, the two buuuuuuuuuuuuuuuririrriririririririrrrrir alalalalalalaaaalaaalaalaaalalaaaa sss sss ss sss ss hahahahahahahahahahahahahahaahaahaahahahahhhhhhhh vvvvvvvevvvvvvvvvvvvv  been shown

bybybybbbbybybybybybbybybbybybybybbybybb  radiocarbon dating to be non-contemporaneous, with the currentntntntntntnttntntntntntttt bbbbbb bbbbbbbbbbbbbbburial having 

occurred perhaps as much as 400 years earlier (and at least 60 years earlier) than the

previously excavated example. If special selection for burial were taking place it may 

have been a long-standing practice.
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from the main fill, although far less material was recorded. Fragments of black porous 
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‘cokey’ material were also noted within this assemblage, all of which were probable by-

products of the cremation process. 

 
Sample No. 100 101
Context No. 1004 1003 
Cut No. 1005 1005 
Charcoal <2mm xxxx xxxx 
Charcoal >2mm xxxx xxxx 
Charred root/stem x x 
Black porous ‘cokey’ material  x 
Bone xb  
Sample volume (litres) 35 5 
Volume of flot (litres) 0.7 <0.1 
flot sorted% 25% 100% 

Table 3. Charred plant macrofossils and other remains  
Key: x = 1-10 specimens, xxxx = 100+ specimens. b = burnt.

Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

In summary, the limited composition of the assemblages would appear to indicate that 

wood/charcoal were the principal fuels used for the pyre, although some dried plant 

materials may have been used as kindling. The flaked condition of the charcoal would 

appear to indicate that combustion occurred at a very high temperature. 

 

As plant macrofossils other than charcoal/charred wood are so rare within these 

assemblages, no further analysis is recommended. However, a selection of the larger 

charcoal fragments, which are possibly suitable for species identification or C14 dating, 

have been recovered from each assemblage and placed within individual glass tubes. 

 

5.4  Conclusions and discussion of the environmental evidence  
The cremation burial contained the incomplete and highly fragmented remains of a 

single adult individual. The skeleton was very incomplete possibly due to poor or ‘token’ 

collection after cremation, poor preservation or truncation. A sample of the bone 

produced a Late Bronze Age radiocarbon date centred on 1260–990 cal BC (2905±35 

BP). 

 

The macrofossil assemblages were limited in composition consisting of 

charcoal/charred wood and other materials that were probably by-products of the 

cremation process.   
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6. Discussion  
 

A single unurned cremation pit (1005) was found in the excavation area at Puddlebrook 

following the identification of another unurned cremation pit (0019) during the previous 

evaluation stage (Stirk 2009). The second cremation pit was over twice the size of the 

first at almost 0.70m in diameter and had two additional fills. Both contained small 

quantities of cremated human remains, a feature that corresponds with the general 

trend where later prehistoric cremations, from the Late Bronze Age onwards, are often 

less complete than the large urned burials of earlier Bronze Age date. This date is 

strongly supported by the results of the radiocarbon dating carried out by SUERC 

(Appendix 5) which indicate that both cremations are dated to the Late Bronze Age: 

 

� Cremation 0119: SUERC-30005 (GU-21760) - 900-800 cal BC (2720 ± 35BP) 

� Cremation 1005: SUERC-30006 (GU-21761) - 1260–990 cal BC (2905±35 BP) 

 

No other finds were recovered from cremation 1005, but a single flint flake was 

recovered from cremation 0119, dated to the later prehistoric period (Pendleton 2009). 

However this may be intrusive and therefore later in date, i.e. Iron Age. 

 

None of the prehistoric pottery sherds recovered during the evaluation was particularly 

diagnostic, but as an assemblage they were considered to be Late Bronze Age or Early 

to Middle Iron Age.  

 

The lack of definitively contemporary pottery and other non-burial features, such as 

ditches and pits, indicate that this area was probably part of a funerary landscape that 

would have included the Bronze Age barrow mound (HVH 012) to the north-east.  

 

Environmental analysis added little to the wider picture of Bronze Age activity in the 

development area, other than to confirm that other organic material found within the 

cremations displayed evidence of firing at high temperatures. 

 

7. Conclusions and significance of the fieldwork 
 

Although the archaeology was not extensive in either the evaluation or excavation 

stages, there was clear evidence for funerary activity in this area during the late Bronze 
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Age, with a small amount of evidence for low-level activity throughout the Iron Age and 

into the Roman period. The evaluation also identified evidence for post-medieval activity 

(Stirk 2009). 

 

The specialist human remains report and the results of the radiocarbon dating by 

SUERC suggests that the cremations are both of later Bronze Age date but 

interestingly, not contemporary. The date of the excavation stage cremation could be 

anywhere between 60 and 400 years earlier than the evaluation cremation, which, given 

their similarities as regards the quantity of bone recovered indicates that the burial ritual 

applied in this area was enduring. 

 

8. Archive deposition 
 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds 

T:\Arc\ALL_site\Haverhill\HVH 069 Puddle Brook Playing Fields Excavation 

 

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds L / 142 / 3  
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Plate 1.  Cremation pit 1005, facing south (1m scale) 
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Appendix 1. Brief and Specification 
 

Brief and Specification for Excavation  

LAND AT PUDDLE BROOK PLAYING FIELDS, HAVERHILL, SUFFOLK  

Although this document is fundamental to the work of the specialist archaeological contractor the 
developer should be aware that certain of its requirements are likely to impinge upon the working 

practices of a general building contractor and may have financial implications 
 
1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements  
 
1.1 Planning permission for the erection of a new school (Clements Primary School) on Land at Puddle 
Brook Playing Fields, Greenfields Way, Haverhill, Suffolk (TL 662 447) has been sought from Suffolk 
County Council.  
 
1.2 The Planning Authority has been advised that any consent should be conditional upon an agreed 
programme of work taking place before development begins (PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition).  
 
1.3 The area of the proposed development measures c. 3.07 ha. in size, on the south side of Greenfields 
Way (see accompanying plan). It is situated on chalky till (deep clay) at c. 100 - 105.00m AOD.  
 
1.4 This large site lies in an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, to the south of an important multi-period complex with finds and features dating to 
the Iron Age, Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods (HER nos. HVH 024, HVH 027, HVH 030 and HVH 039), 
and also to the west of a ring ditch that is the remains of a probable Bronze Age barrow burial (HVH 012). 
An archaeological evaluation has been undertaken in 2009 by SCC Archaeological Service Contracting 
Team (HER no. HVH 069; SCCAS Report 2009/260). A number of features of archaeological interest 
were recorded across the application area: field boundary ditches dating to ranging from the prehistoric to 
post-medieval periods, a scatter of pits and isolated post-holes of similar dates, including a cremation 
burial of probable prehistoric date in Trench 4. In addition, a silted up stream was present at the eastern 
side of the site, which had been formalised as a ditch probably in the post-medieval period.  
 
1.5 Any works causing significant ground disturbance have the potential to damage any archaeological 
deposit that exists.  
 
1.5 In order to comply with the planning condition, the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service 
of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) has been requested to provide a brief and specification for the 
archaeological recording of archaeological deposits that will be affected by development – archaeological 
mitigation in the form of preservation by record. An outline specification, which defines certain minimum 
criteria, is set out below.  
 
2. Brief for Archaeological Investigation  
 
2.1 An archaeological excavation, as specified in Section 3, is to be carried out prior to development:  
An area measuring c. 30.00 x 30.00m in size to target the archaeological remains defined in Trench 4 of 
the archaeological evaluation (centred on the cremation pit [0119]). Based on the information that has 
been provided by the applicant, archaeological remains defined across other parts of the application site 
can be adequately preserved in situ because no topsoil stripping is required in these areas.  
 
2.2 The excavation objective will be to provide a record of all archaeological deposits which would 
otherwise be damaged or removed by development, including services and landscaping permitted by the 
consent. Adequate time is to be allowed for archaeological recording of archaeological deposits during 
excavation.  
 
2.3 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2). Excavation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment of potential for analysis and publication. Analysis and final report 
preparation will follow assessment and will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design.  
 

Appendix 1. Brief and Specification 

Brief and Specification for Excavation  
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AlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAAlAlAlthththththththththththhthththtththhthhououououououoouououooouoououuuuughghghghghghghghghghghghghgghgghghghg tttt tttttttttttthihhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh s document is fundamental to the work of the specialist archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeolololoolololloololololoolooooloolo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoogogo icicicicicicicicicccalalalalalalalalalalallalalalalalaalaaa cc c cccccccc contractor the 
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practices of a general building contractor and may have financccccccccccccccccciaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiiaiaiiaiaiaii l l lllllll imimimimimimimimimimimimimmimimimimimmi ppppplppppppppp ications 

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements 

1.1 Planning permission for the erection of a new school (Clements Primary School) on Land at Puddle 
Brook Playing Fields, Greenfields Way, Haverhill, Suffolk (TL 662 447) has been sought from Suffolk
County Council.  

1.2 The Planning Authority has been advised that any consent should be conditional upon an agreed 
programme of work taking place before development begins (PPG 16, paragraph 30 condition).  

1.3 The area of the proposed development measures c. 3.07 ha. in size, on the south side of Greenfields 
Way (see accompanying plan). It is situated on chalky till (deep clay) at c. 100 - 105.00m AOD.  

1.4 This large site lies in an area of archaeological iimpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpppmpppmpppmpmmmmm oooooooroooooooo tatance, recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, to the south of an important multltltltttti-i-------i pepepepepepepepepepepepeepepepeerirriririririrrirrrrrrrrrr odododododododododododododododoooodod cc c c c c c cc c cc c c ccccccoooooomooooooo plex with finds and features dating to 
the Iron Age, Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods (HERRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnosoooooooooooooooo ... . . .  .. . . HVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVHVVHVHVHHVVHHH H 024, HVH 027, HVH 030 and HVH 039),
and also to the west of a ring ditch that is the remmaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaaiinsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsssss o o o o oo o ooooooooooooof ffffffffff a a a aaaaaa a aaa aaaaaa ppppprpp obable Bronze Age barrow burial (HVH 012). 
An archaeological evaluation has been undeeeeeeertrtrtrtrtrrtrtrtrtrtrtrtttttttttakakakakakakakakakakakakakakaakakakeeeneneneneneeeneeneneneenenenne  ii i ii i ii i i i iii  innnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 222222222222222222009 by SCC Archaeological Service Contracting
Team (HER no. HVH 069; SCCAS Reporororororrororororrorrorrrrrrrrttt tttt tt ttt t tttt 20202020202020202020202022202000909909090909090990090990909000900 /2/2/2/2/222/2/2/2/2/2/2/2/2/2/2/222222226666066666666666666666 ). A number of features of archaeological interest
were recorded across the application arererereeeeererereerereereeeeeeeeea:a:a:a:a:a:a:aa:a:a:a:a:a:a:aa:a:aa: ffffffffffffffieieieieieieieieieieieieieldldldldldldldldldddldldldlddddldddd bb b bb b b b bbbbb bbbbboundary ditches dating to ranging from the prehistoric to
post-medieval periods, a scatter of pipipipipipipipipipipipipiipiipipip tstststststststststststststsstsststst a a aaandndndndndndndndndndndndddnddddnnndnnndn iiii iiiiiiiiiisos lated post-holes of similar dates, including a cremation 
burial of probable prehistoric date in TrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrrreneneneneneneneneneneneneeeeneeeenchchchchhcchchchchchchchchchchchcchh 4. In addition, a silted up stream was present at the eastern
side of the site, which had been formaaalisessssssssssssssss d as a ditch probably in the post-medieval period.  

1.5 AnA y works causing significant ground disturbance have the potential to damage any archaeological 
deposit that exists.  

1.5 In order to comply with the planning condition, the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service 
of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) has been requested to provide a brief and specification for the 
archaeological recording of archaeological deposits that will be affected by development – archaeological
mitigation in the form of preservation by record. An outline specification, which defines certain minimum 
criteria, is set out below.  

2. Brief for Archaeolollllllllll gical Investigation  

2.1 An archaeolooooooooooooooooogigiggigigigigigigigigigigigigiggigiggiggig cacacacacaccacacacacacacccacacacacacaal ll l l l exexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexexeeeexcavation, as specified in Section 3, is to be carried out prior to developppppppppmemeemememememeeeeemememeeentntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntnttnntntttn : :  
An area meassssssssasasssasssurururururururururururuurrrrrrru iiiininiiiiiiiiii g g g g g g g g ggg ggggggg cccccccccccccccc. 333333033 .00 x 30.00m in size to target the archaeological remains defined innnnnnnnn T TT TT T T T TTTTTTT Trererererererererererererrr ncncncncnccncncnccnccccncch hh h hh hh h hh hhhhhhh 4 4444444444444444 of 
the archaeaeeaeeaeaeaeaeeeeaeeeeeeaeeeeoololooololololooloooooooooooooolo ogogogogogogogogogooggggggggogoggggggicicicicicicicciciccciccccccalalalalalalaalalalalalallaaalal evaluation (centred on the cremation pit [0119]). Based on the informmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmatatatatatatatatatatataatatatatatattattioioioiioioioioioioooioiooiooi n n n n n nn n nnnnn thththththththththththhthththttt aaaaataaaa  has 
been p pppp pppppp p ppppppprorororororororororororororororrororoovivivivivivivivvivivvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv dededdededededededededeeeedededeeddeded dd d d ddd d d dd d dddddddddd byb  the applicant, archaeological remains defined across other parts of f f ff f f fff f ththththththhhththththhththttthee ee e eee ee eeeeeeeee apapapapaapapapapapapapapappppapppppplppplplplplplplplplpllplplpplplplplpllplp icicicicicicicicicciccicicciciccation site 
caaaaaaaan nn nnnnnnnnnnnnn bebebebebebebebebebebebebebebbebbbb  a aaaadedededededeedededeededeeeedeed quququqquququququqqquqqqqqqqq ately preserved in situ because no topsoil stripping is required in thesssssssssse e e ee e ee eeeee e eee ararararararararararararara eaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeaeaeaaaaaas.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.s.ss.ss.sss.ss      

2.2.2.2.222.22.2.222.......2222 2 2 22222 2 2222 22 ThTThThThThThThThThThTThTTThTTThThThThTThe excavation objective will be to provide a record of all archaeologogogogogogogogogogogogoggogggoggogogo iciciciciciciccicicicicicccicccccaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaal dededededeededededededededededededededdddddddeppppppoppppppp sits which would
ototototototototottototottototottotototooothehehhehehehehehehehhhehehehehhhhh rwise be damaged or removed by development, including services and lllananananananananananaanaanaanaaannnndsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdsdssdsdssssdsdsddd cacacacaccacacacacacacacacacacacacc ping permitted by the 
consent. Adequate time is to be allowed for archaeological recording of archaaaaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaa ological deposits during 
excavation.  

2.3 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2). Excavation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment of potential for analysis and publication. Analysis and final report 
preparation will follow assessment and will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design.  



2.4 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 
SCCAS/CT (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.  
 
2.5 The WSI will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether the 
requirements of the planning condition will be adequately met; an important aspect of the WSI will be an 
assessment of the project in relation to the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology 
Occasional Papers 3, 1997, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern Counties, 1. 
resource assessment', and 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern Counties, 
2. research agenda and strategy').  
 
2.7 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to provide 
the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a written statement 
that there is no contamination. 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 SCCAS/CT before execution. 
 
2.8 The responsibility for identifying any restraints on archaeological field-work (e.g. Scheduled 
Monument status, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders, SSSIs, 
wildlife sites &c.) rests with the commissioning body and its archaeological contractor. The existence and 
content of the archaeological brief does not over-ride such restraints or imply that the target area is freely 
available.  
 
2.9 All arrangements for the excavation 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.  
 
2.10 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT ten working days notice of the 
commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the archaeological contractor may 
be monitored. The method and form of development will also be monitored to ensure that it conforms to 
previously agreed locations and techniques upon which this brief is based.  
 
3. Specification for the Archaeological Excavation  
 
The excavation methodology is to be agreed in detail before the project commences. Certain minimum 
criteria will be required:  
 
3.1 Topsoil and subsoil deposits must be removed to the top of the first archaeological level by an 
appropriate machine with a back-acting arm fitted with a toothless bucket. All machine excavation is to be 
under the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist.  
 
3.2 If the machine stripping is to be undertaken by the main contractor, all machinery must keep off the 
stripped areas until they have been fully excavated and recorded, in accordance with this specification. 
Full construction work must not begin until excavation has been completed and formally confirmed by 
SCCAS/CT.  
 
3.3 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be cleaned off 
by hand. There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will be done by hand 
unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machine. The decision as to the 
proper method of further excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist with regard to the 
nature of the deposit.  
 
3.4 All features which are, or could be interpreted as, structural must be fully excavated. Post-holes and 
pits must be examined in section and then fully excavated. Fabricated surfaces within the excavation area 
(e.g. yards and floors) must be fully exposed and cleaned. Any variation from this process can only be 
made by agreement with SCCAS/CT, and must be confirmed in writing.  
 
3.5 All other features must be sufficiently examined to establish, where possible, their date and function. 
For guidance:  

2.4 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) babababababababababababbbbababbbbbbbaaab sed upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification of minimmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmumumumumumumumuuumumuuuu  
requirements, is aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaan n n nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn eeeeseeseeeeeeeee seeseseseseseseseseseseseseential requirement. This must be submitted by the developers, or their aggaggggggggggggggggenenenenenenenenenenenenneneeneneneenneee t,t,t,t,t,tt,tt,t,tt  t ttttttttttttttto oo o oo o o o o oooooo
SCCAS/CT (ShShhShShhShShShShShShShSSSS irirririririririririrrriirrirrrrree ee ee eeeeeee ee HaHaHaHaHaHaaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaaHaaHaaaaaaaaH lllllllllllllllllllllll, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for apprprprprprprprprprprppprpp ovovovovovovovovovoovoovovvvvvovvvovvvo aalalaaaaa ... . .   . ThThTThThThTThThThThThThTTThhhTTTThhT ee e
work must nonononononononononononononononnonnnnnnnnnot t ttt cococococococococococcooooocoooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ene ce until this office has approved both the archaeological contractor asasasasasasasasassasasasasasaaaaasaasaaaaa  s uiuiuiuuiuiuiuiuiuiiuiuuiuiuiuiu tatattatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatatattablbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb e to 
undertakkkkkkkkkkkkkke e e e eeee e eeeeeee eee ththththththththththththtttthhhttttt e ee e e e eee wowowowowowooowowowowoowwwwowwwww rkrrrrrrrrr , and the WSI as satisfactory.  

2.2.5 5 5 5 5 5 55 55555555555555 ThTTTTThTThThThThTTTTTTTTT e eee ee ee eeee WSWSWSWSWSWSWSWSWWSWSWSWSWSSSWSWSWSWWSSWSWWWSW I will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used tttttttttttttttto oo o o o oo o oo ooo eseseseesesesesesesesesesssesesssesstaaaaaaaaaaablblblbbblblblblblblblblbblblblblbb isisisisisisisisisiisisssshhhhhhhhh hhhhhhh whether the
rerererererererererererereerrrrreeequququququququququququququqqquiririririririririririrrrrii emememememememeememememememmemememmeemeeeeee ents of the planning condition will be adequately met; an important assasasasasassasasspepepepepepepepepepepepepepeepepeppppepp ctctctctctctctctcctctctc  ooo o o o oooooooo ooo ooff fff fff ff ffff ff ththththththththtththththththtthhththtt e WSI will be an 
asssasasasasasasasassassssassasssesesesesesesesesesesesessesesssesess ssssssssss ment of the project in relation to the Regional Research Frameworkkkkkkkkkkkkk (((( ( ( ((((((((((((EaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEEaEaEaEaEEastststststststststtststststtsttttstst AAA AA AAAAAA AAAAAAAnglian Archaeology 
OcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOcOOOcOcOcOcOOOOOOOOO casional Papers 3, 1997, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for tttttttttttttttthehehhehehhehehehhehehehehheheheeehehh  Eastern Counties, 1.
resource assessment', and 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern Counties, 
2. research agenda and strategy').  

2.7 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to provide 
the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a written statement 
that there is no contamination. 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 SCCAS/CT before execution. 

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

2.9 All arrangements for the excavation of the site,,,,,e,,,,,,,,, t t t t t t tt ttt t ttt t ttttttheheheheheehehehehehhehehehehhehehheheheehehe tittttttttttttttttt mimimimimimimimimimimmmmiimmmm nnnnngnnnnnnnnnnn  of the work, access to the site, the definition 
of the precise area of landholding and area fooooooooooor rrr r rr rr rr r rrrrr prprprprprprprprpprprprprprprprrprp opopopopopopopopopopopoopoopopopoppopposoosososssosososososososososososossosssedeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee  development are to be defined and negotiated 
with the commissioning body. 

2.10 The developer or his archaeeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeaeeeeolololololololololololoololololoooo ogogogogogogogogogoogoogogoooogooggggisisisisisisisisisssisssisisiississsssst t t t t t t ttt tttttt tttttt wiwwwwwwwwww ll give SCCAS/CT ten working days notice of the 
commencement of ground works on thtththththththhthththththththhhthe ee eeeeeeeeeeee sissisisissisisisisisisissisisssiteteteteteteteettetetettetettttt , in order that the work of the archaeological contractor may
be monitored. The method and form offfffffffffffffffff ddddd dddddddddd evelopment will also be monitored to ensure that it conforms to
previously agreed locations and techniques upon which this brief is based.  

3. Specification for the Archaeological Excavation 

The excavation methodology is to be agreed in detail before the project commences. Certain minimum 
criteria will be required:  

3.1 Topsoil and subsoil deposits must be removed to the top of the first archaeological level by an
appropriate machine with a back-acting arm fitted with a toothless bucket. All machine excavation is to be 
under the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist.  

3.2 If the machine ssssssssssssssstrttrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttttrttttrtrttrttrttttttt ipipiiiiiiiiipipiiii ping is to be undertaken by the main contractor, all machinery must keep ooooffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff t tt tt t t ttttt ttt t tt hehhhh  
stripped areas uuunttntntntntntntttntntntntntntntntntnnnnnn ilililililililiiiiliilliililii  tttttt ttttttttheheheeheheheeeeheheheeheyy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy have been fully excavated and recorded, in accordance with this speccccifififfifffifififfifffiffifififfficicicicccicicicicicicciccicicccicccccatatatatatatatatatatatatataatataa ioioiooooooioooooooooooonnnnnn.n.nnn.nnnnnnn  
Full constructtttttttttttttttioioioioooioioioioioioioiooonn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn wowowowowowowowowowooowoowoorkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkrkrkrkkrkrkrkrkrkkk must not begin until excavation has been completed and formally coooooooooooooonfnfnfnfnfnfnfnfnfnfnfnffnnffn iriririrrirririrririririrri mememememememememememememeemeeeem d d d d d dd d d d dd ddd dd d bbbbbbybbb  
SCCAS/CTTCTTTTTTTTTTCTTTTTTTTTTTTT... .. . .  

3.3 3 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThhThThTT eeeeeeeee eeeee totooooootooooooooooop p p p p ppppp pp pppp ppp p ofofofofofoffofofooffoofooooo  the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but muuuuuuuuuuuustststststststtststttststss  t t ttt tt ttttt thehehehehehehehehehheheheeeh n nn n n n n n n nnn bebebebebebebebebebbebebbebbebebbebee cleaned off 
bybybybybybybybybybybybybybybybyybbyby h h h h hhh h hh  hhhh hhhhhhannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnddd.d.d.d.d.d.dd.d.ddd.d.ddd.dddd  TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTThere is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposisisisiisisiisisiisiiss tststsstststsststststststtsstttstttt  w w w w w www wwwwwwwwwwilii l  bebebebebebebeebebebeebebbebebebebebebe ddddddddddddddddone by hand
uuunuununuunuununuuu leeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss i iiit can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a machchhchchchhchchchchhchhinininininininininnnnnnnnnnnee.e.e.e.ee.eeeeeeeeee  T T TTTT T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheehehehehhhh dddd ddddecision as to the
prprprprprprprprprprprrprprprrrprprprrpropooopopopopopopopopooooopopoooo er method of further excavation will be made by the senior project archahahahahahahahhahahahahahahahahahaahahhh eoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeoeoeooeoeoooeeoe lololololololololololololoololooloolooggggiggigigggggggggg st with regard to the
nnnnnnannnnnnnnnnn ture of the deposit. 

3.4 All features which are, or could be interpreted as, structural must be fully excavated. Post-holes and 
pits must be examined in section and then fully excavated. Fabricated surfaces within the excavation area ff
(e.g. yards and floors) must be fully exposed and cleaned. Any variation from this process can only be 
made by agreement with SCCAS/CT, and must be confirmed in writing. 

3.5 All other features must be sufficiently examined to establish, where possible, their date and function. 
For guidance:  



 
a) A minimum of 50% of the fills of the general features is be excavated (in some instances 100% may be 
requested).  
b) 10% of the fills of substantial linear features (ditches, etc) are to be excavated (min.). The samples 
must be representative of the available length of the feature and must take into account any variations in 
the shape or fill of the feature and any concentrations of artefacts. For linear features, 1.00m wide slots 
(min.) should be excavated across their width.  
 
3.6 Any variation from this process can only be made by agreement [if necessary on site] with a member 
of SCCAS/CT, and must be confirmed in writing.  
 
3.7 Collect and prepare environmental bulk samples (for flotation and analysis by an environmental 
specialist). The fills of all archaeological features should be bulk sampled for palaeoenvironmental 
remains and assessed by an appropriate specialist. The WSI must provide details of a comprehensive 
sampling strategy for retrieving and processing biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations and also for absolute dating), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. All samples should be retained until 
their potential has been assessed. Advice on the appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be 
sought from Dr Helen Chappell, English Heritage Regional Adviser in 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 A finds recovery policy is to be agreed before the project commences. It should be addressed by the 
WSI. Sieving of occupation levels and building fills will be expected.  
 
3.9 Use of a metal detector will form an essential part of finds recovery. 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. No discard policy will be considered until the whole body of 
finds has been evaluated.  
 
3.11 All ceramic, bone and stone artefacts to be cleaned and processed concurrently with the excavation 
to allow immediate evaluation and input into decision making.  
 
3.12 Metal artefacts must be stored and managed on site in accordance with UK Institute of Conservators 
Guidelines and evaluated for significant dating and cultural implications before despatch to a conservation 
laboratory within four weeks of excavation.  
 
3.13 Human remains are to be treated at all stages with care and respect, and are to be dealt with in 
accordance with the law. They must be recorded in situ and subsequently lifted, packed and marked to 
standards compatible with those described in the Institute of Field Archaeologists' Technical Paper 13: 
Excavation and post-excavation treatment of Cremated and Inhumed Human Remains, by McKinley & 
Roberts. Proposals for the final disposition of remains following study and analysis will be required in the 
WSI.  
 
3.14 Plans of the archaeological features on the site should normally 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/high resolution digital images, and documented in a photographic archive.  
 
3.16 Excavation record keeping is to be consistent with the requirements the County Historic Environment 
Record and compatible with its archive. Methods must be agreed with 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.  
 
4.2 Monitoring of the archaeological work will be undertaken by SCCAS/CT. A decision on the monitoring 
required will be made by SCCAS/CT on submission of the accepted WSI.  
 

a) A minimum of 50% of the fills of the general features is be excavated (in some instances 100% may be 
requested).  
b) 10% of the fillsssssssssssssssss o o o o o o o ooooooooooofff fffffffffffffff suuuuuuuuuuuuuubsbbbbbbbbbbb tantial linear features (ditches, etc) are to be excavated (min.). The sasaasasasaasaasasasaasaasaaaaampmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmmmmpleleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees ss s ss ss s s sssss
must be represessessssssssssssseneneneneneneneneneneneneenenennnnnntatatatatatatatatatatatatataatatitittititititititititiivevevevevevevvevveveveevevvevevvevvevvvve of the available length of the feature and must take into account any vaaaaaaaaaaaaaaririririririririririririrriiir atatatatatatatatatatataataataaaaaaaa ioiioiooiioioioioiioonsnsnsnsnsnssnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsns i iiiiiiiiiiin 
the shape orororororororororororoororoooooororooooor f f f fffff filililililililililillllll llll ofofofofofofofofofofofofofffffofooofoofo  t t t t tt tt t ttt ttttttthehehehehehhehehehhehehehhehhhhhhhh  feature and any concentrations of artefacts. For linear features, 1.0000m0m0m0m0m0m0m0mm0m0m0m0mm0m00000m00m00000  wwwwwwwwwwwwwidididdididididididididdidddddiddddide e eeee e e eeeeee eeee ee e slslssssssssssss ots
(min.) shohohohoohohohohohoohohoohooooooh ulululululululuululululululuuuluuuuu dddddddd ddddddd bebebebebebebebebebebebbebebbbeebe e eeeeeeeeeexcavated across their width.  

3.33.3.6 6 6 6 6 6 66 66666666666 6666 AnAnAAAAAAnAnAnAnAAAAAAAAA y y y y yy y y y y y yy yyy vavavavavavavavavavavavavvavvavav ririrrirririririririririririririaaaaataaaa ion from this process can only be made by agreement [if necessarry y yy y yy yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy onononononnonononononononnoonn ssss ssssssittttttttttttte]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]e]ee]e  w w w www ww wwwwwitititititititititiiiiiii h a member 
ofofofofofofofoofofofofofoofofofofoofooooo  SSSSSSSSS SSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC AAASAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA /CT, and must be confirmed in writing. 

3.33333.3.3.3333333333333333 77777 7777 Collect and prepare environmental bulk samples (for flotation and analyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyysisisisisissisisisisisissiisisiisis sss ssssss by an environmental
specialist). The fills of all archaeological features should be bulk sampled for palaeoenvironmental 
remains and assessed by an appropriate specialist. The WSI must provide details of a comprehensive 
sampling strategy for retrieving and processing biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations and also for absolute dating), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. All samples should be retained until 
their potential has been assessed. Advice on the appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be 
sought from Dr Helen Chappell, English Heritage Regional Adviser in 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 A finds recovery policy is to be agreed before the project commences. It should be addressed by the 
WSI. Sieving of occupation levels and building fills will be expececececeeeceeeeeeece ted. 

3.9 Use of a metal detector will form an essential part oooooooooooooof f fff ffff fffff fffff fifififfififififififififiifififffffffff ndnndndndndndndndndndnndndndddndnnnds s s s s s s ss ssssssssssssss rrerrrrr covery. Metal detector searches must 
take place at all stages of the excavation by an experieieieieeeieieeeeeeeencncncncncncncncncncncncncncncnnnnn edededededededededededededdddd m m mm m m m m m mmmmmmmmmmmmeteteeeeeeeeeeeeeee al detector user.  

3.10 All finds will be collected and processed. NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNooNoNoNoNoNNoN  dd d dd d d dddddddddddddddisisisissisisisisissssssssi caccacacaaacacacacacacacacacacacacaacaaardrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrrrrrrdrr  policy will be considered until the whole body of 
finds has been evaluated.  

3.11 All ceramic, bone and stone artttttefefefefefefefefefefefefeffeffffacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaccccaaa tstststststststtstststtstsss tt tt t t t t t t ttttt too oo o o o o o ooo o o oooooooooo bbbbbbbbebbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  cleaned and processed concurrently with the excavation
to allow immediate evaluation and inpupupupupupupupupupupupupupupuupuupp ttt tttt ttt t ttt ttt ininininnininnnininnnninnnini totototototototototototototttoooooototo decision making.  

3.12 Metal artefacts must be stored and managed on site in accordance with UK Institute of Conservators f
Guidele ines and evaluated for significant dating and cultural implications before despatch to a conservation 
laboratory within four weeks of excavation.  

3.13 Human remains are to be treated at all stages with care and respect, and are to be dealt with in 
accordance with the law. They must be recorded in situ and subsequently lifted, packed and marked to
standards compatible with those described in the Institute of Field Archaeologists' Technical Paper 13: 
Excavation and post-excavation treatment of Cremated and Inhumed Human Remains, by McKinley &
Roberts. Proposals for the final disposition of remains following study and analysis will be required in the 
WSI. 

3.14 Plans of the arrrrrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchccchchchchcccccc aaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ological features on the site should normally be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depenennnnnnnnnenenndididididdidididididdidddidididididdiidddiddddd ngnnnnn  
on the complexittttttttttty y yy yy y y yyy y yy yyyyyyyy ofofofofofofofofofoofofofofooofoffooo  tt t t ttheheheheeheheheheheheheheheheeheheeehe d  ata to be recorded. Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again depepepepepepepepepeppeppeppepepeppppeppeneneneneneneneneenneneneneneneneeeeeee didididididididididiidddddid ngngngngngngngngngngnnngngggngggngngngngnngngg 
on the complllllllllllexexexexexexexexexexexexexexxitititititititititititittitiittiitty y totototototootototototootooto bbbbbb bbbb bbbbbbbbe recorded. All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any variationsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnsnsnnsnsnssss f fff f fff f f ffffffffrorororororororrorommm m mm mm mm mmm m mmmmmm ththththththththtththththththtttt is 
must be aggagagagagagagagggggaggggagagaggagggggrererererererererrererererrerereeedededededededddedddd ww www ww w ww wwwwwwwwwwwitititititititititititititittititithhh hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh SCCAS/CT.  

3.155 AA AAAAAAAA AAAAAAA pp pp p p p p pphohohohoohohohohoohohoohoohohooooootototototototototototototototottottotototoootott ggggrgg aphic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrrrrrrrrrrrrromomomommomomomommommmmomomommo e eee ee e e eeeeee phphphphphphphphphphphphphphpphppp ototototototototoototoototoooottottooooooooogooooo raphs and
cococococococococococococccooololololololololoololololooolooooouruurururururururu  tttttt t ttttttt ttrararararararaarararararaarararararr nsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsssssn parencies/high resolution digital images, and documented in a photogoggogoggogogogoggogoggggggggggggggggrarararararararararaararaaraarar phphphphphphphphphphphphpphphhphhhhhpp icccccccccccccccccc a a aa aa a a aa a aaaaaaaaa rcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcccrcchhhhhhhhhhhihhhhh ve.  

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.333.333.333 1611161616161616166161616161661161111  Excavation record keeping is to be consistent with the requirements the CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCoCoCCCCoCoCCoCoCoCCounununununununununununnunununnunnuu tytytytytytytytytytytytytttytttytytyy Historic Environment
RRRReRRRRRRRRRRRRRR cord and compatible with its archive. Methods must be agreed with SCCAS/CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTTCTTCTTTTCTCCC .  

4. General Management 

4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work commences.  

4.2 Monitoring of the archaeological work will be undertaken by SCCAS/CT. A decision on the monitoring 
required will be made by SCCAS/CT on submission of the accepted WSI. 



4.3 The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to include any 
subcontractors). 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.  
 
4.4 Provision should be included in the WSI for outreach activities, for example, in the form of an open 
day and/or local public lecture and/or presentation to local schools.  
 
4.5 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are available to 
fulfill the Specification.  
 
4.6 A detailed risk assessment and management strategy must be presented for this particular site.  
 
4.7 The WSI must include proposed security measures to protect the site and both excavated and 
unexcavated finds from vandalism and theft.  
 
4.8 Provision for the reinstatement of the ground and filling of dangerous holes must be detailed in the 
WSI. However, trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT.  
 
4.9 No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place. The responsibility for this 
rests with the archaeological contractor.  
 
4.10 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this specification are to be found in 
Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 14, 
2003. The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Excavation 
(revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in drawing up 
the report.  
 
5. Archive Requirements  
 
5.1 Within four weeks of the end of field-work a written timetable for post-excavation work must be 
produced, which must be approved by SCCAS/CT. Following this a written statement of progress on post-
excavation work whether archive, assessment, analysis or final report writing will be required at three 
monthly intervals.  
 
5.2 The project manager must consult the County Historic Environment Record Officer (Dr Colin 
Pendleton) to obtain a Historic Environment Record number for the work. This number will be unique for 
the site and must be clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work.  
 
5.3 An archive of all records and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principle of English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), particularly Appendix 3. However, the detail of the 
archive is to be fuller than that implied in MAP2 Appendix 3.2.1. The archive is to be sufficiently detailed 
to allow comprehension and further interpretation of the site should the project not proceed to detailed 
analysis and final report preparation. It must be adequate to perform the function of a final archive for 
lodgement in the County Historic Environment Record or museum.  
 
5.4 A complete copy of the site record archive must be deposited with the County Historic Environment 
Record within 12 months of the completion of fieldwork. It will then become publicly accessible.  
 
5.5 The data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and approved by, the 
County Historic Environment Record. All record drawings of excavated evidence are to be presented in 
drawn up form, with overall site plans. All records must be on an archivally stable and suitable base.  
 
5.6 The project manager should consult the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2008 and also the County 
Historic Environment Record Officer regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive 
(conservation, ordering, organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the 
archive. A clear statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted 
for approval as an essential requirement of the WSI.  
5.7 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 proper 
deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).  

4.3 The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to include anyt
subcontractors). For the site director and other staff likely to have a major responsibility for the post-
excavation processinnnnnng gg g g g g gggggg gggggggggggggggg ofo  this evaluation there must also be a statement of their responsibilities or aaaaaaaaaa CC CC C CCC C C CCCCCCCCC CCV V
for post-excavatioooooooooooooon n n n n n n nnnnnnnnnnnnn wwwwwwowwwwwwwww rkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrrkrkrkrkk on other archaeological sites and publication record. Ceramic speciaaaaaaliiilililililiiliilililiiliil sttststststststststssttstsstststststsstss s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,ssssss  i iiiiiiiiin nn n nnnn n nnnnn
particular, muuuuuuuuuuuuuuustststtststststststtstststss  h hh hh hh hhh hhhhhhhhavavvavvavavavvavavavvvvvvavve e e eeee e e e eeee eeeeee e relevant experience from this region, including knowledge of locaaaaaaaaaaaaaal  l ll l lllll cecccccceccccccccccccc rararararaaarararararaaaraaaaamimmimimimmimimimimimmmmimmm c 
sequences..........  

4.4 PrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrPrrrrPPP ovovovovovovovoovovovoovoovvviisisisiisiisisisioioioioioioioioooioooooooion nn nn nn nnnnnnn nn ssssssshsss ould be included in the WSI for outreach activities, for example, in thththhhhthhhthhhhhhhhe e e e ee e eee e e ee ffffffofffffof rmrmmrmrmrmrmrmrmmrmrmmmrmmmmrmmm oo o oo oooo ff an open 
dadaaaadaaaaadaaayyyy y y y y y y yyyy y yyy yyyy aaanaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa d/d/d/d/d/d//d/d/d/d/d/d////d/d//////ororororororoororrororoororor lllllllllllllllll llloooocooooo al public lecture and/or presentation to local schools.  

4.44.4..4.4.4.4.4.4.4..44...5 555 5 55 5 5 5 5 55555555555 ItItItItItItItItItItItItIItIIt is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequatttte ee eeee eee eeeeeeeeeeee rererrereesososososososoososoososoosoosososoosos urururuurururruuurururruuruu ces are available to 
fufufufufufufufufufufufuffufffuuuuufff llflflflflflflfill the Specification. 

4.6 A detailed risk assessment and management strategy must be presented for this particular site.  

4.7 The WSI must include proposed security measures to protect the site and both excavated and 
unexcavated finds from vandalism and theft.  

4.8 Provision for the reinstatement of the ground and filling of dangerous holes must be detailed in the 
WSI. However, trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT.  

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

4.10 Detailed standards, information and advice to suppppppppppppppppppppleeleleleleeeleleeleeleleeememmmmmmmmmmmmmmemmmmmm nt this specification are to be found in 
Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of Englandgg , EaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaEaaEaEaEaEaEaastsststsststststststtststststststsssssssss  AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAngngngngngngngngngngngngnggnggngggngngnnnngngngnglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 14, 
2003. The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standadadadaaadadaaaaaaaaardrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrddrdrdrdrddrdrdrdrd aaaaa a a aa a a aaaaaandndndndnddndndndndndndndnndndndndndnddd Guidance for Archaeological Excavation
(revised 2001) should be used for additional guidadadaadaaadaaadaaaaaaaaancncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncnccnce eeee ee e e ee ininnnnninninnniinninn tt t t t t t tttt ttttthhhehhhhhhhhhhhehhhhh  execution of the project and in drawing up 
the report. 

5. Archive Requirements 

5.1 Within four weeks of the end ofofofofofofofoffofofofofofofoffofofo  f fff ffff f f f fffieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeieeeeldldldldldldldlddldldldldddddddldd-work a written timetable for post-excavation work must be 
produced, which must be approved by yy SCSSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSSCCCSCSSSSS CAS/CT. Following this a written statement of progress on post-
excavation work whether archive, assessment, analysis or final report writing will be required at three
monthlh y intervals.  

5.2 The project manager must consult the County Historic Environment Record Officer (Dr Colin
Pendleton) to obtain a Historic Environment Record number for the work. This number will be unique for 
the site and must be clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work.  

5.3 An archive of all records and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principle of English Heritage's
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), particularly Appendix 3. However, the detail of the 
archive is to be fuller than that implied in MAP2 Appendix 3.2.1. The archive is to be sufficiently detailed 
to allow comprehension and further interpretation of the site should the project not proceed to detaailiiii ed 
analysis and final rrrrepepepepepepeepepepepeepepepeppepepeeepeeeeeee orooooooooooooo t preparation. It must be adequate to perform the function of a final archivvvvvvvvivvvvvvve e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee fofffffffffff r 
lodgement in theeeeeeeeeee CCC C C C CC C C C CCCCCCCCCCC oouououououououuouououooooo ntntnttntntnttttntntnttnty yyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyyy Historic Environment Record or museum. 

5.4 A compmpmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmpmpmpmpmppppmppppmppmpplelelelelelelelelelelellelelletetettttte cc c c c ccc cccccccccccccopopopopopopopopopopooppopoppopooppo y of the site record archive must be deposited with the County Historrrrrrriciciciciciciciccicccicciccicccciccc E E E E E E E EEE EE E EEnvnvnvnvnvnvnvnvnvvnvnvvnnnnnnn iririririririririririiiirrrirrronononooonoononononnonononononnonment 
Recordddddddd w w wwww wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwititititittitititiitittitttithihihhihihihihihihihihihiihhh n nn n n n n n n n nnnn nnn nn 12121212121212122121212121211111111  months of the completion of fieldwork. It will then become publicly accececeeeeeeeeeeeeeec sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssibibibibibibibiibibbibibiibiiibiibleleeeeeeeeeeeeeeee. .....   

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.55.5.55555.5 55 5 5 5555 55555555 ThThTThThThThThThThTTThThThhhhhe e e e e e e e e eee e ee ee dadadadadadadadadaddadadadaaaadd tta recording methods and conventions used must be consistent wiiwiwiiiithththththththththththththththththhththtth,,, ,,,,, anaananananaanananaaannanaaaaa d d d  d d d d d d dd d apapapapapapapapapapapaappapapapapaaa proved by, the 
CoCoCoCoCoCoCCoCoCoCoCCCoCC unununununununununununununununununnunu tytytytytytytytytyttytytytytttytytyyyty Historic Environment Record. All record drawings of excavated evidededeedededededededeeedeeedeencncncncncncncncncncncncncnncncncccce eeeeeeeee arararararararararararararrarrrararrrrrraaa e e e e e e e e eee eeeee e tottototototottttttt  be presented in 
drdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrrdrrdrdrdrdd awaaawawawawawawawawaawaawawawaaaa n up form, with overall site plans. All records must be on an archivally staaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaablblbblblblblbllbblblbbbblbblblb e e e e e e e ee eeeeeee anananananananananannananananaanananannd ddddddddd suitable base. 

5.6 The project manager should consult the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2008 and also the County
Historic Environment Record Officer regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive 
(conservation, ordering, organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the 
archive. A clear statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted
for approval as an essential requirement of the WSI.  
5.7 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 proper 
deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).  



 
5.8 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute Conservators 
Guidelines.  
 
5.9 The site archive quoted at MAP2 Appendix 3, must satisfy the standard set by the “Guideline for the 
preparation of site archives and assessments of all finds other than fired clay vessels” of the Roman 
Finds Group and the Finds Research Group AD700-1700 (1993).  
 
5.10 Pottery should be recorded and archived to a standard comparable with 6.3 above, i.e. The Study of 
Later Prehistoric Pottery: General Policies and Guidelines for Analysis and Publication, Prehistoric 
Ceramics Research Group Occ Paper 1 (1991, rev 1997), the Guidelines for the archiving of Roman 
Pottery, Study Group Roman Pottery (ed M G Darling 1994) and the Guidelines of the Medieval Pottery 
Group (in draft).  
 
5.11 All coins must be identified and listed as a minimum archive requirement.  
 
5.12 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition of the 
finds with the County Historic Environment Record 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.  
 
5.13 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project, 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 journal, must be prepared and 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.  
 
5.14 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 Historic Environment Record. 
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.  
 
5.15 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.  
 
5.16 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County Historic 
Environment Record. This should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy 
should also be included with the archive).  
 
6. Report Requirements  
 
6.1 An assessment report on the fieldwork and archive must be provided consistent with the principle of 
MAP2, particularly Appendix 4. The report must be integrated with the archive.  
 
6.2 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 
archaeological interpretation.  
 
6.3 An important element of the report will be a description of the methodology.  
 
6.4 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.  
 
6.5 Provision should be made to assess the potential of scientific dating techniques for establishing the 
date range of significant artefact or ecofact assemblages, features or structures.  
 
6.6 The results should be related to the relevant known archaeological information held in the County 
Historic Environment Record.  
6.7 The report will give an opinion as to the potential and necessity for further analysis of the excavation 
data beyond the archive stage, and the suggested requirement for publication; it will refer to the Regional 
Research Framework (see above, 2.5). Further analysis will not be embarked upon until the primary 
fieldwork results are assessed and the need for further work is established. Analysis and publication can 

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

5.9 The site aaarcrcrcrcrccrccrcrcrcrcrcrrrcr hihihihihihihihihihhihhhihhihihhh vevevevevevvvvvvevvevveve qqqq qqqqq q qqq q qqqqqqqq qqquououououououuuuouououuoouu ttet d at MAP2 Appendix 3, must satisfy the standard set by the “Guidellllllllllllininininnininininnininninnneeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee fofoffoffofofoffofofffofofor r r rr rr rrrrrrrr r tthththtthththththththttthhhthththheee ee
preparation n nnn nn ofofofofofofofofofoooooo  sssssssssssssitititittitititititittitittttiiite e e e e e e e ee eeeeeeeeee aaaraaraaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa chives and assessments of all finds other than fired clay vessels” ofofofofofofofofofofoffofofoofofoffofofofoffofoo  t t t t t t t t t tttttheheheheheeeheeheheeee RRRR RRRR RRRRRR RRRRRRRRRRRooooomoooooooooooooooooooooo an 
Finds Grrrrrrrrrrrrrouououououououououououoououoououoouuoouuuuppppp ppppppppp aanananananananannananannnd d dd d d dd d ddd dddd thttttttttt e Finds Research Group AD700-1700 (1993).  

5.55.5.1001010101010101010101010010101101111110  P otototototttotototototottttottotttteteteteteteteteteteteetetetetttt ryryryryryryryryryryryyryryyyyyy should be recorded and archived to a standard comparable with 6.3 3 abababababababababbbabbabababababababba ovoovovovovovovovovovovovvovovvvoove,e,e,e,e,e,,,e,,,,,,,,,, ii iii ii ii iii ii.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.e.ee.ee.ee. TTThTTTT e Study of 
LaLaLaLaLaLaLaLLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLLLL tetteteteteteteteteteteteeerrr rr r r r rr r rrrrrrr PrPrPrPrPrPPrPrPrPPPrPrPrPPrPPrPrPPPP ehistoric Pottery: General Policies and Guidelines for Analysis annananananannannnd d d d d dd d dd dddd dddd PuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPuPPPuP blblblblblblblblblblblblblblblbbblbbbb icicicicicicicicicicicicicicicciccciiciicccata ion, Prehistoric 
CeCeCeCeCeCeCeCeCeCeeCeCeeeCeCeCeeeCeCeCeeeerararararararaarararararararrarar mmmmmim cs Research Group Occ Paper 1 (1991, rev 1997), the Guidelines ffffffffffffffffffffffoooooororororooroooooooooo  t t t t t t tt tttttttheheheheheheheheheheeheheheeheeeehehe archiving of Roman
PoPoPoPoPoPPoPoPoPoPoPoPPPPPPPPPPPP ttery, Study Group Roman Pottery (ed M G Darling 1994) and the Guidelinesesesesesesesesesesesesssssse o ooooooof the Medieval Pottery 
Group (in draft).  

5.11 All coins must be identified and listed as a minimum archive requirement. 

5.12 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition of the 
finds with the County Historic Environment Record 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 achievablerr
for all or parts of the finds archive then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, 
illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  

5.13 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project, a summary report in the established format, 
suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ s   ection of the Proceedings of the Suffolk 
Institute for Archaeology journal, must be prepared and innnnnnnnnnclclclclclclclclclclclclclclllcllllcclllc uudududududuududuuuuduuuudded in the project report, or submitted to
SCCAS/CT by the end of the calendar year in which thhhhhhhhhhhhe ee e e  e e e e e e ee e eveeveveveveveveveveveveeveveeeeeeeeeeevalallalalalalaalalalalaalaalaaaaa uauauauauauauauauauauauauaauaauaaauauauuuuauauauation work takes place, whichever is the 
sooner.  

5.14 Where appropriate, a digital vector trenccccccccccch h h hhh h h hh h hhhhhhh plplplplplpplpplplpplplppppp anananaananananananaanaanananannana   shshshshshshshshshshshshhhshssshshsshshss ould be included with the report, which must be
compatible with MapInfo GIS software, fffffffffffffororororororrrorrororororrorooo iii iiiiiiiintntntntntntntntntntnn egegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegegggggggrararrararararararararararaaaarrrr tttitttt on in the County Historic Environment Record. 
AutoCAD files should be also exported anananannanananananananananananaananannand d d d d d d d d ddddddddd sasasasasasassasssssasaavevevevevevevevevevevevevevevevveevevevev dd ddddddddddddddddd inii to a format that can be can be imported into MapInfo
(for example, as a Drawing Interchannnnnnnnnngegegegegegegegegegeegegegegegegegeeeeg  F F F F F F F F F FFFFFFFFFFFille eeeee e e e ee eeeeeeeeee ororororororororororororororoororororoo  .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files. rrrrrrrr

5.15 At the start of work (immeddiaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaattetetetettetttetttttet ly 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
Creatot rs forms.  

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

6. Report Requirements  

6.1 An assessment report on the fieldwork and archive must be provided consistent with the principle of 
MAP2, particularly Apppppppp endix 4. The report must be integrated with the archive. 

6.2 The objectivvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvve e e e eee ee ee e eee eeeee acacacaacacacacacacaccccccocococcococococcocococococooooooocount of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished fffffffffffffffffrororororororororororororororoororoorrorooommmmm mmmmmmmmmm mmm ititittitittitititttititttssssss ssssssssssssssss
archaeologicalalalalalalalaalalalaaalaalaa  i iiii i iii iiiintntnntntntntntntnttntntntnnttntnnnn ererererererrrrererrrerprprprprprprprprprprprprprprprrprrrrrp eteeteeteetetetetteteteeee ation.  

6.3 An iiiiiiiimpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpmpmppmpmpmpmpmppppm ororororororororortatatatatatatatatatatatataataatataaaaantntntntntntnttntntntntntntnnnnn  element of the report will be a description of the methodology.  

6.6.6.6.6.6.6.6.6.6.6.666.6 444 44444 444444444444 ReReRReReReReReReReReReeeeeepopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopppppp rtrtrtrttrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttssss sssssssss on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detaill t ttt tt t tt ttt tttttttt to o o oooo ooo o o ooo peppepepepepepepepepppeepepppp rmrmrmmrmmrmrmmrmmmmrmmmmmmmmitititititititiitiitittitiiiiii  aaaaaaaassessment of 
popopopopopopoppopopopopopop teteteeeeeeeeteeeeeeeeeentntntntntntntntntntnntntntntntntntnntnnntttiiiiiaiaiaiaiiaal for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must includeeedeeeeeeeeeeee nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnoonononononononooonnonooooo -t-t-t-t--t-t-t-tttttttttttecececececececececececceceecceceeceeeeeeee hnhnhnhnhnhnhhnhhhnhhhhhhhhhhhhhh ical summaries.  

6666.666666666666666 5 Provision should be made to assess the potential of scientific dating technnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnniqiqiqiqiqiqiqiqiqqqqqii ues for establishing the 
date range of significant artefact or ecofact assemblages, features or structures.  

6.6 The results should be related to the relevant known archaeological information held in the County 
Historic Environment Record.  
6.7 The report will give an opinion as to the potential and necessity for further analysis of the excavation 
data beyond the archive stage, and the suggested requirement for publication; it will refer to the Regional
Research Framework (see above, 2.5). Further analysis will not be embarked upon until the primary 
fieldwork results are assessed and the need for further work is established. Analysis and publication can



be neither developed in detail nor costed in detail until this brief and specification is satisfied. However, 
the developer should be aware that there is a responsibility to provide a publication of the results of the 
programme of work.  
 
6.8 The assessment report must be presented within six months of the completion of fieldwork unless 
other arrangements are negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT.  
 
6.9 The involvement of SCCAS/CT should be acknowledged in any report or publication generated by this 
project.  
 
 
Specification by: Dr 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: 5 February 2010 Reference: / PuddlebrookPlayingFields_Haverhill2010  
 
 
This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months from the above date. If work is not carried 
out in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified and a revised 

Brief and Specification may be issued. 
 

 
If the work defined by this Brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required by a 

Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning 

Authority. 
 

be neither developed in detail nor costed in detail until this brief and specification is satisfied. However, 
the developer should be aware that there is a responsibility to provide a publication of the results of the
programme of work.  

6.8 The assesssssssssssssssssssssssssssss memememememememememememeememmemmmmmmm ntntntntntnttntnttnttnt r rr rrrr rrrr rrrrreeeeepeeeeeeeeee ort must be presented within six months of the completion of fieldwwwwwwwwwwwororororororororororrrororrrrkkkkkkkkk kkkkkkkkkkkkk unununnnnnnnnnnnnnleleleleleleleleleleleeeleleeleleel ssssssssssssss  
other arrangngngnggnggggggggnggggggggggggggemememememeemeememeememememe enenenenenenenenenenenenenennenennntststststststsstststststststststttstssstsss aare negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT.  

6.9 ThhThhhhhhhhhhhhhe eeee e e ee e eeeee ininininininiinninii vovovovoovovovovovovovoovooooovolvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvlvvvvvlvvvvlvvemeeee ent of SCCAS/CT should be acknowledged in any report or publicatitiononononononononoonononoono  g gg gg g gggg gggggenenennnnnnnnnnererererererererereererreereeereeratatatataaatatatataaatataaaaaaa ed by this 
prprprrprprprprprprprprppppppp ojojojojojojojojojojojojojooojoooojojojeeeceeeececeeceeeeeeece .t..        

SpSpSpSpSpSpSpSpSpSSSpSpSpSpSSSSSSSSS ecification by: Dr 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: 5 February 2010 Reference: / PuddlebrookPlayingFields_Haverhill2010  

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 monthsssssssssssss fff f fff fff f ffff ffff fffffffffrrororororororororororrororrrroroor m the above date. If work is not carried 
out in full within that time this document will lapse;;;;;;;; ttttttttttttttheheheheeehehehehehehehhehehheheheeee aaa aaaaaaaaututututututututututututututtuttututtuuutthohohohohohohohhohohoohoohoohhhhohohh rity should be notified and a revised 

Brief and Specificatttttttttttttioioioioioioioioooooooooon nn nnn n nnnnnnnnnnn mamamamamamamamamaamaaamaaaaaaayyyyy yyyyyyyyy yyyyyy bbbebbbbbbbb  issued.

If the work defined by this Brief formms s s s s ssss ss sss sssssssss a a a a a a aa a aaaaaaa aaa papapapapapapapapapapaaartrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttttrtrtrtrtrtrtttrt o o o o o oo o o oo ooooooofffff fff a programme of archaeological work required by a 
Planning Condition, the results muuststststststststststststtstttstt b b b b b bb bbbbbbbbbbbbbeeeee eeeeeeeeeeee cocococococococococooocoooocococcococcocococc nnnnnnsnnnnnsnnnnnnnn idered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Service of Suffolk County Council, whohohohohohohohohohohoohohooohoohhhho h h h h h hhhhhh h h hhhhhhave the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning 

Authority.
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Appendix 5. SUERC Radiocarbon certificates
1. Evaluation 

RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 
30 June 2010 

Laboratory Code SUERC-30005 (GU-21760) 

Submitter Cathy Tester 
SCC Archaeological Service 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shirehall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk, IP33 2AR 

Site Reference Puddlebrook Playing Fields, Haverhill, Suffolk 
Sample Reference HVH069 0118 

Material Cremated Bone 

�13C relative to VPDB 
 

-21.2 ‰ 

Radiocarbon Age BP 2720 ± 35 

N.B. 1. The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error, 
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from 
the counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the 
random machine error. 

2. The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon 
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3). 

3. Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities 
Environmental Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any 
reports within the scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon 
Laboratory should also quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC 
code. The contact details for the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk or 
Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :- 

Checked and signed off by :- Date :- 

Appendix 5. SUERC Radiocarbon certificates
1. Evaluation 

RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 
30 June 2010 

Laboratory Code SUERC-30005 (GU-21760) 

Submitter Cathy Tester 
SCC Archaeological Service 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shirehall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk, IP33 2AR 

Site Reference Puddlebrook Playing ggggggg FiFiFiFiFiFiFiiFiFiiFiFiFiFiFFiFiFFFiF eleleeleleleleleleeleleleleeleleeeeeeee dsdsddsdddsdsdsdsddd , , ,,, , , ,,,,, , HaHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH verhill, Suffolk 
Sample Reference HVH069 0118 

Material Crematededddddddddddd B BBBB B BB BB B BBBBBBBBononononononononononononoooone eee ee

�13C relative to VPDB -2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-2-222-2-2-2--2-2-2-211111.1111111 2 222 2222 22 22222 ‰ ‰ ‰ ‰ ‰ ‰‰‰‰‰‰‰‰‰‰ ‰‰‰‰‰‰‰‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 2720 ± 35 

N.B. 1. The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error, 
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from 
the counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the 
random machine error. 

2. Thhe eeeeeeeeeeeee calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbononononononononnonononnonnoonnooo  
AcAcAcAcAcAcAcAcAcAccAcAcAcAcAcAcAccAcAccAcccA cececececececececcececccc lerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3). 

3.333333333333333333 SaSaSaSaSaSaSSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaaaSaaSSammmmpmmmmmmmm les with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities 
Environmental Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted asss s s sss sssss sssssssucucucucucucuucucucuucuuuccucuuuu hhhhhh hhhhhh hhhhhhhhhhh ininiininiinininiinniiiniiinininininnn aaaaaaaaany 
reports within the scientific literature. Any questions directed to theeeeheeeeeee R R R R R R RRRRR RRRRRR RRRadadadaaadadaadadaaaaaa ioioioioiooooioiooiooooioooocacacacacacacacacaacacaaacaaacaccaacc rbbrrbrbbbon 
Laboratory should also quote the GU coding given in parenthesesesessesesesesesesesesesesesessess s s s s s s s s s s ssss s afaaaaaafafaaaafaaaaaaaafteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeer r rr r rr rr rrrrrrrrr ththththththththhthththththtthhtheeeeeeee ee SUERC
code. The contact details for the laboratory are email g.cookkkkkkkkkk@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@s@@s@s@@s@ uueueueueueueuuuueuuuuuuu rcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrcrrccrrc.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.g.gg.g.g.glalalalalalalalalallalalallllll .ac.uk or 
Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :- 

Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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2. Excavation 

RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFICATE 
30 June 2010 

Laboratory Code SUERC-30006 (GU-21761) 

Submitter Cathy Tester 
SCC Archaeological Service 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shirehall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk, IP33 2AR 

Site Reference Puddlebrook Playing Fields, Haverhill, Suffolk 
Sample Reference HVH069 1004 

Material Cremated Bone 

�13C relative to VPDB 
 

-23.3 ‰ 

Radiocarbon Age BP 2905 ± 35 

N.B. 1. The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error, 
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from 
the counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the 
random machine error. 

2. The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon 
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3). 

3. Samples with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities 
Environmental Research Centre AMS Facility and should be quoted as such in any 
reports within the scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbon 
Laboratory should also quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the SUERC 
code. The contact details for the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.ac.uk or 
Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

Conventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- Date :- 

Checked and signed off by :- Date :- 

2. Excavation 

RADIOCARBON DATING CERTIFIIIIICCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAATTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE 
30 June 2010 

Laboratory Code SUERC-30006 (GU-21761) 

Submitter Cathy Tester 
SCC Archaeological Service 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shirehall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk, IP33 2AR 

Site Reference Puddlebrook Playing Fields, Haverhill, Suffolk 
Sample Reference HVH069 1004 

Material Cremated Bone 

�13C relative to VPDB -23.3 ‰

Radiocarbon Age BP 2992999999999999999999050505050505050505055005000505055055 ±±±±±± ±±±±±±± 35 

N.B. 1. The above 14C age is quoted in conventional years BP (before 1950 AD). The error, 
which is expressed at the one sigma level of confidence, includes components from 
the counting statistics on the sample, modern reference standard and blank and the 
random machine error. 

2. The calibrated age ranges are determined from the University of Oxford Radiocarbon 
Accelerator Unit calibration program (OxCal3). 

3. Sampmmmmmmmmmmmmm les with a SUERC coding are measured at the Scottish Universities 
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rerererrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr popopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopoopoportrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrttrrrtrtr ssss sssssss within the scientific literature. Any questions directed to the Radiocarbrbrbbrbrbrbrbrbrbrbbbononononononononononnonononnononnnn 
LaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLaLLLaaaLaaLLLLLL bbbobbbbbbbbbbbbb ratory should also quote the GU coding given in parentheses after the ee ee e ee eeeeeeeee SUUSUSUSUSUSUSUSUSUUSUSUUSUSUSSSUERERERERERERERERERERERERERERERRERRRERRREERC C CCC CCC CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
code. The contact details for the laboratory are email g.cook@suerc.gla.aaaaaaaaaaac.c.c.c.c.c.c.cccc.ccc ukukukukukukukukukukukukkkkukuuuuu ororororororrororoorororrorroro  
Telephone 01355 270136 direct line.

CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCCoCCCoCCCoCCoCoonventional age and calibration age ranges calculated by :- DDDDaDDDDDDDDDD te :- 

Checked and signed off by :- Date :-
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