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Summary

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land at Bushel Barn, Paltry farm, Great 

Barton, Suffolk in advance of construction of a new driveway. Trial trenching, together 

with a topsoil metal-detecting survey of the development footprint, did not identify any 

archaeological features or deposits relating to the known area of Roman occupation 

which lies c.200m to the north. 

A single silver coin, possibly medieval in origin, which had been reused as a post-

medieval love token was recovered from the topsoil.

No further archaeological work is thought necessary.  
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1. Introduction  

An archaeological evaluation was carried out in advance of the construction of a 

driveway at Bushel Barn, Paltry Farm, Great Barton, Suffolk (Fig. 1) to meet a condition 

on planning application SE/09/1196. A Brief and Specification, produced by Judith 

Plouviez, Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team 

(SCCAS/CT), originally required continuous monitoring of groundworks. At the request 

of the developer a new Brief was issued for an evaluation of the site so that its 

archaeological potential could be established prior to development starting (Appendix 

1). The project was funded by the developer, Mr R Jackson. 

2. Geology and topography  

The site actually lies within the parish of Pakenham, immediately on the eastern side of 

the parish boundary with Great Barton, at TL 901691. It is situated at a height of c.58m 

AOD on an area of high ground forming a slight south-east facing slope. The northern 

arm of the site lay in an open arable ploughed field, the southern arm in the gardens of 

Bushel Barn. 

The site geology is of clay/loam soils overlying chalky till (Ordnance Survey 1983). 

3. Archaeological and historical background 

The condition requiring archaeological work was placed as the site lies adjacent to an 

area recorded in the Suffolk Historic Environment Record as of high archaeological 

importance. A Roman villa (PKM 009) is known in the field 300m to the north and

associated Roman finds (PKM 012, 019 and 023) and scattered coins recorded by the 

Portable Antiquities Scheme have been found extending south from the villa towards 

the site. An area of Anglo-Saxon settlement (BRG 005) is also known 270m to the 

north-west and a medieval moated site (PKM 012) 150m to the north-east. 

The aim of the evaluation was to establish the full archaeological implications for the 

sites development and what level of further archaeological work would be required. 
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4.  Methodology

Two trenches with a total length of 18m (Fig. 2) were placed along the proposed 

driveway. Measuring c.1.8m wide this amounted to a total area of c.32m or 6.4% of the 

c.500sqm development area.  The trench was excavated by a mechanical digger, 

equipped with a toothless ditching bucket, to the top of the subsoil surface or 

archaeological levels, under the supervision of an archaeologist.

The depth of the trenches varied from 0.5m to 0.7m and showed a consistent soil profile 

of 0.25m of topsoil overlying a layer, 0001, of mid orange brown clayey loam with 

occasional flints. This layer, which varied from 0.25m to 0.45m thick, overlaid the natural 

yellow/orange clay subsoil. Trenches and spoilheaps were thoroughly surveyed by an 

experienced metal-detectorist during the evaluation, as was the entire development 

footprint.

The trenches were cleaned and excavated by hand as required but no archaeological 

deposits were identified.  Trench locations were recorded by hand and site levels were 

recorded using a dumpy level and are relative to a temporary benchmark on Brand 

Road. Digital colour photographs were taken of all stages of the fieldwork, and are 

included in the digital archive. No environmental samples were collected.

An OASIS form has been initiated for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-76616) and a 

digital copy of the report has been submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data 

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

The site archives are kept in the main store of Suffolk County Council Archaeological 

Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER No. PKM 060. 
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5. Results  

Trench 01, which was aligned east to west, measured 10m long and 1.8m wide.  The 

trench profile showed 0.25m of topsoil overlying layer 0001 which was 0.25m-0.35m 

thick. The subsoil lay 0.7m below the arbitrary level recorded on the road. No 

archaeological features or deposits were identified. 

Trench 02, which was aligned north to south, measured 8m long and 1.8m wide.  The 

trench profile showed 0.25m of topsoil overlying layer 0001 which was 0.3m-0.5m thick. 

The subsoil lay 1.3m below the arbitrary level recorded on the road, indicating that the 

trench lay further down the slight natural south-east facing slope than Trench 01. No 

archaeological features or deposits were identified. 

A single small find, 1001, was recovered during the metal-detector survey. 

Trench 02

SF 1001

Trench 01

TBM

30m0 15
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Figure 2. Site plan 
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TrTTT ench 02, which was aligned north to south, measured 8m long and 1.8m wide.  The

trench profile showed 0.25m of topsoil overlying layer 0001f which was 0.3m-0.5m thick. 

The subsoil lay 1.3m below the arbitrary level recorded on the road, indicating that the 

trench lay further down the slight natural south-east facing slope than Trench 01. No

archaeological features or deposits were identified. 
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Figure 2. Site plan 



6. The Finds 

SF1001, recovered from the topsoil c.15m east of the road, was a silver coin, 

completely worn on both sides. It is the size of a medieval coin, but has been 

overstamped with the letter B or R at a later date. There is nothing left of the original 

legend on the coin. It was probably used as a love token during the 17th or 18th 

century.

7.  Discussion

The trenching showed a uniform soil profile, with the presence of layer 0001 indicating 

that the potential archaeological horizon was well-preserved at depth below modern 

activities such as ploughing. Apart from a single metal-detector find no archaeological 

deposits or features were identified either in the trenching or topsoil metal-detector 

survey.

The possible medieval coin, remade as a love token in the post-medieval period does 

indicate some activity in the area, probably associated with the moated site at Redcastle 

Farm to the north, and perhaps suggests that medieval/post-medieval activity may have 

extended south along the road to include Paltry Farm. 

The general absence of small finds in the trenches and topsoil however, combined with 

the lack of archaeological features, indicates that the site lies beyond the southern edge 

of the area of Roman settlement known to the north where numerous finds have been 

recorded by metal-detecting of ploughsoil. 

8.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

The evaluation has shown that the site appears to lie beyond the southern edge of the 

area of known Roman settlement, with no archaeological features or topsoil finds 

scatter being identified. The evaluation has also shown that any archaeological deposits 
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would be at a depth of c.0.5m+, under layer 0001. As the proposed formation level for 

the driveway will be at a depth of c.0.25m, layer 0001 will largely be left in situ and will 

form an adequate buffer protecting potential deposits. Together with the near absence 

of small finds recovered from metal detecting of the trenches and topsoil surface this 

means that the development is unlikely to have any impact on archaeological deposits 

and no further work such as monitoring of groundworks is thought necessary. 

9.  Archive deposition 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds. 

Digital archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds T:arc\archive fieldproj\Pakenham\PKM 060. 

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds. 
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The project was directed and managed by John Craven. Fieldwork was carried out by 
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Projects Team alone. Ultimately the need for further work will be determined by the Local Planning 
Authority and its Archaeological Advisors when a planning application is registered. Suffolk County 
Council’s archaeological contracting services cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to 
the clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report. 
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9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk
IP33 2AR

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Evaluation 

Bushel Barn, Paltry Farm, Brand Road, Gt Barton (parish of Pakenham) 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Planning permission to change use and create a new access to Bushel Barn, Paltry Farm, 
Brand Road, Gt Barton has been granted by St Edmundsbury Borough Council conditional 
upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being carried out (SE/09/1196).Please 
contact the applicant for an accurate plan of the site. 

1.2 This application affects an area at TL 901691 on high ground (55 to 60m OD) with a gentle 
slope down to the south-east. It is adjacent to an area of high archaeological importance 
recorded in the County Historic Environment Record, comprising a Roman villa (HER no PKM 
009) and related finds (PKM 019, 023). There is also evidence of Anglo-Saxon settlement in 
the immediate vicinity (BRG 005, PKM 024) and a medieval moated site (PKM 012). There is 
high potential for Roman or later occupation deposits to be disturbed by this development. The 
proposed works may cause significant ground disturbance that has potential to damage any 
archaeological deposit that exists.

1.3 In order to inform the archaeological mitigation strategy, the following work will be required:  

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

1.4 The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality 
and extent, to be accurately quantified. Decisions on the need for and scope of any 
mitigation measures, should there be any archaeological finds of significance, will be 
based upon the results of the evaluation and will be the subject of an additional 
specification. 

1.7 All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to the site, 
the definition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed development are to be 
defined and negotiated with the commissioning body. 

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

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

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

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

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

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

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

2.3 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing 
with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and 
orders of cost. 

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

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

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

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 Linear trial trench are to be excavated within the proposed access to a total area of no less 
than 5% of the entire area of the proposal. 

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.80m wide must be used. A 
scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the WSI 
and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT before field work begins. 

3.3  The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
arm and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil 
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SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSISISSISSISISISISSISSISSSSSISS s,s,s,s,s,s,s,s,,s,,s,s,,, www w w w w w wwww wwwwwwwililililllililiililliiiilddddddlddddddd ife sites &c., ecological considerations rests with the commissionnininnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng gg g g g g gg g ggggg ggggggggg bobobbbobobobobobbobobbbbbbbbbb dydydydydydydydydydydydydydydyyydydydyyddydyydydyddyy a  aa  ndn  its 
ararararararararararaaaraaaaaa chchchchhhhhhhhhhhhhhchhhhhhhaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaeeeaeaaeaaaaeaeaeaaeaeaaaaaaaa ooololo ogo ical contractor. The existence and content of the archaeologggggggggggggggggicicicicciccccccalalalalalaalalalalalalalaalalalllaal b b b bbb bb bb bbb brirriiiririririiriirriefefefefefefefefefefefefefeefefeefeffefeefeeeeeeeeffeef dddd dddddddd d does not 
ovovovovovovovovovovovoovovovovooooovovooooooooooovoverererereerererererererererereee -r-ride such constraints or imply that the target area is freely availableeeeeeeeeee. ... ..

1111.11.1.111.1.1.111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111  Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist mamamamamamamammmmmamammmmamamammmmamaaaaay y y y y y y y yyyyyy yyyyyyyyyyy wwwiwiwiwiwwiwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww sh to make after 
approval by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/S/S/S/S//S/S///S/S/S///S////S/S/S///CCCCCTCTCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC  and the client for 
approval.

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

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

2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 
application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

2.3 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaaaaaaaaaaaaaaahaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeeeoeeoeoeoeoeeeeeeeeeeeee logical conservation strategy, dealing 
with preservation, the recording of archaeologgicalllllllllll ddd dd dd d d ddddddddddddd d dddddddddepeeepeeepeepeepeepeepepepeeeepposososososososososososssoosssosossits, working practices, timetables and 
orders of cost.

2.4 This project will be carried through in a aa aa a a aa aaa a aaaaaa a mamammmmmmmamamamamamammmmmmmmmammm nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnereeeeere  broadly consistent with English Heritage's
Management of Archaeological Projejeejejejejejejejeeejejejejjejejejejjecctctctcccctctctctctttctctctctctcttttcccccc sss,sss,sss,ssss  1111111111111111111111999999999999999999999999999999999999999 1 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification bbbbbbefefefefefefefffefefeefefefeeeeeefeforororororororororrorororooroororororoooo eeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeee prprprprprprprprpprprprprprprrpppppprppppp ococococococococococococococcoooooo eeeeeeeeeeeeee ding to the next phase of the project. Field fffffffffff
evaluation is to be followeddddddddd bbbbbb b bbbbb bbbbbbb bbbby y yy yy yyyyyyyyyyyy ththtthththththththththhththtttthe eee e e e ee e e eee eeee eeeeeeeee prpppppppprppppp eparation of a full archive, and an assessment of 
potential.  Any further excavaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatititititititiititititittititiiititttitiononononoonononnnnnnnnnnn r r r rr rrr r r rrrr rr rr rrreqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeeeeeeeeeee uiu red as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessmenenenenenenenenennennnenenennnnttttttttttttttttttt of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. 
Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; this document
covers only the evaluation stage.

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

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

2.7 An outlineeeeeneeeneneeeeeneeeenee ssssss ss sssssssss ssssssspepepepepepepepepepeppepepepppeeeecicccicicciciciiciciciciciciciccccccccciififfiffififififfififfifffffiffiffifficacc tion, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 

3. SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSppepepepepeppepepepepepeppepeppepeppppeppeeeeciciiciiciciciciciccciccciccccciciccicccic fifififffififififififififififififffiffffff ccccaccccccccccccccccccc tion:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.33.33.3.3.3333.33.3.333.333.3333333 111111111111111111111 L LL L LL LL L LLLLLLLLLL LLLLLLLLininniiinininininininear trial trench are to be excavated within the proposed access tooooooooooooo aaaaa a aaa a a aaaaaa aaaaaaaa ttt t ttttt tt tt ttttttttotototoootooto alaalallalalalalalalalalalaaaaaaaaalaalaaaa  aaa aaa aa aaaaaaaaaaarer a of no less 
than 5% of the entire area of the proposal.

333.333333333333 2 2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.80mmmmmmmmmmmmmm0mm wide must be used. A 
scale plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the WSI
and the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT before field work begins. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3.10 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to 
be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of 
satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply 
with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

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

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

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

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

or other visible archaeological surface.  All machine excavation is to be under the directc  
control and sussssususssssusssssssss pervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined fofofofofofofofofoooofoofofoofoofofooooooforrr r r r rrrrrrrr r
archaeologogogggggggggggggggggggggicicicicicicicicicicciccicciccicicicciciiiicalalaalalalaaalalalalaalaalaaaaaaaaa  m mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmataaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa erial, including a preliminary survey using a metal detector. 

3.4 The e e e tototoototootototototototototototoottoop p p ppppppp ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofooooofofoofofooo  t t t t t t t tt ttt t tttttttthehehhhhhehh  first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but mmmmmmmmmusususususususususususususususususussuussussuu ttttt ttttttttt thththththththtththhhhhhhhhhthhhheneeeneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeeenneneneneeeneneee  b be
cllclclllclccleaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaeaeeeaaaannnnnenennnenennnn dd d d dddd d d d ddddddddddddddd ofofofofofofofofofoffoffofofoo ffffff fffffff by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeologiggggggggggggggggggggggg cacacacacacacaacacacacaaacaacacaaacccaccccccalll l llllll ll lll l dddedededededededdedededddeddedddddeepopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoppopopooppoopopppp sisississiisisisissssss tttstt  will
bebebebebebebebebebebebbebbbbbb  d ddddddddddddddddddd dddddoonononononononononononoooooonooonooooo ee eee by hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evevvvvvvvvvvvvvidididididdidididdddididddididi eneneneneneneneneneneneneeneneneeeee cecececececececececececeeeee bb b b bbb bb bbbb bbb bbbb bbbbbbyyyyyyyyy yyyy using a
mamamamamamamamamamamamammamamamaammmmmmamammmmmammmmmamachchchchchchchchchchchchchchchhhhc ine. The decision as to the proper method of excavation will beebeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee mm mmmmmmmmmmmm mmmmmm aaaaadadaaaaaadaaa e e eeeeee ee eee e eeeee e bybybybybybybbbybybybybbbybybybybbbbbbbbb  the senior 
prppproject archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3333333333333 5 555555555555555555555555 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need tototooototoootooooototoooo ccause the minimum 
disturbance to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological
features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, should be 
preserved intact even if fills are sampled. For guidance: 

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

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

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

3.7 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should beebeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee h h hh hhh hhhh hhh hhhhhhhhhhhhaanananananaaaananaanaa d d ddd d d d d d dddddd dddddd clclclclclclclclclclclccclclcccclcccccc eaeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeee ned and examined for archaeological
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavationononnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnonnnn oo  o oo o oofffffffffffff aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaanynynynnynynynynynyynynynynynynynynynynynynyyyynyynynynyy aaaarchaeological features revealed may be fffffffffff
necessary in order to gauge their date aaaaandndndndndndndndndndndndnddndndddndddndd cc cccccccc cccc ccchahahahahahahahahaahahahahahaaaaaaaaaaaaaarrarararararararaaarrarrarr cccctcccctter. 

3.8 Metal detector searches must takakakkakakakakakakkkakakakakkakaaakaake e e e e e ee e e e eeeeeeee plplplppppppppppppp acacacacacacacccacacacacacacacaccacaaacccaaaaceeee e e eeeeeeee ee ee ee aaaaaaaaaaataaaaaa  all stages of the excavation by an experienced 
metal detector user. 

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

3.10 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to u
be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of 
satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply
with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

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

3.12 A photogrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrrrgrggggg apaapapapapapapapapapapapaapapappppaapapapppapapphhhhhhhihihihhihhhh c cc cc c ccccccccccccccccccc rrerererrererrereerrrrrrerrererrreerreecoc rd of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome phoototooooooooooooogrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrggrgrgrgrgrrrgrgrgrrrg apapapaaapapapapaaaapapapaapapapapappapapappaapphshshshshshshshshshshshshssshshshhshssshshsshshhhs 
and cocococoocococoooocoolololoololololololoooolooooooolooooooloourururuuuururuuruuuuuuuuuuruur ttttttttttttttttttttttrarararararararararararararrrararrrarraraaararannnnnsnsnnsnnnnnnnnnnnnnn parencies and/or high resolution digital images. 

3.13 TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTopopoopopopopoopopopopopoopopoopopooooopoppppsososososoososoosoososoosososooosooooooososos iliillililililililililililiiiiiiii , , subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during exxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxcacacacacacacacacaacacacacacacaacacacaaaccaccc vavavavavavavavavavavvvavavaavavavvavavavvvv tititittititiiiiiiiiiiiiiionononononononononononononononnnnononnonnoooononnn tttt tttttttttttto o allow 
seseseseseeseeeeeeeseeeeeseeeseseesequququququqququuquququququququququqququqquuuquqqq eneee tial backfilling of excavations. 

3.3.3.3.33.3333.333333333333333 1441414444444444444444444444444 T     T  renches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CCCCCCCT.TT.TTT.TT.TTT.T.TTTTTT.T.TTTTTTTTT.T  
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4. General Management 

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

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

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

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 

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

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

5. Report Requirements 

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

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

4. General Management

4.1 A timetablblblleeee eee eeee eeeeeeeeee eeeeeeee fofofofofofofofofofofofofofoffooofff r rrr r alaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa l stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage off wwwwwwwwwwwwww wwwwwwwwwwoororoorororororororororooooooo kk kkkkkk k kkkk
commenenenenenenenenenenenennneneennennennnne cececececececececeeceeceeececececcecec ss,s,s,ss,s,ss,s,,s, iii ii i i iii i i ii ncncncncncncncncncncncncncncnccnccnnnn llllullluding monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor willll  g g ggggggggg gg ggg ggggggggivivivivivivivivivvivivviviviviivivvvvivve e ee e nonononononononononononononononoononnonoon ttttt ttttttttttttt
lesssss t t ttt ttttttttttttttttttttthahahhhhhahahahahahhhhhahhhahahahahhahah n n n n n n nnnn fifififififififififiifififfffififffffiffiff vevvevevevveveveveveveveveevevevevevevvvvvvvvvvvvev  ddays written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrannnnnnnnngegegegegegegegegegegeggegegegegegeegggeegeeggg mememememememememeemeemememmentntnttntntntntntntntntntntntntnnntntnntnnnntntntnnnntsss sssss sssssssssssssss ssss foff r 
momoomomomomomomomoomomoomomooommmomomonnnnininininnnnninnnnninn tototottototototoototoooooriririririrriririririririrrririrrrrirrr ngngngngngngngngnngnggnnnn  the project can be made. 

4.4...2 2222 2222 22222 2222222 ThThThThThThThhThThThThThThThThhhhThTThTThTTTTTTTheeeeee eeeee eeee cocc mposition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detaileddededededdeddddededddddeddddddddde  a a a aa a a a a aaaaa aaaaaannnnndndndnnnnndndnnnn  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaagrgrggrgggrgrgrggrgggrggrgggggggg eeeeeed by this 
oofofooooooo fif ce, including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site directotooooooooorrrr rrr r rrr r r rr r rr rr ananananaananananananaanaananaaaaanaa ddddd ddddd dddddddd ototototototottotototototototototototootototoototoooooto hehehehehehehehehhehehhehhhhehehhehhehehhheher r staff likely to 
have a major responsibility for the post-excavation processing of thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhisisisisisisisisisiisisisisisisss eeee eeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeevavavavavavavavavavavavavavavaavavvvvavavvvvv lllullll ation there must 
also be a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excaaaaaaaaaaacacacaaaaaavvvvavvvvvation work on other 
archaeological sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, in particular, must have 
relevant experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic sequences.

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

4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 

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

4.6  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ f Standardd aaaaaaaaaaaaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaandnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  Guidance for archaeological field 
evaluation (revised 2001) should be used for aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaadddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddddditititititititititittititittit oooooioioioooioioooonannannnnnnnnnnnnnnnn l guidance in the execution of the 
project and in drawing up the report. 

5. Report Requirements 

5.1 An archive of all records and ddddddddd ddd fififififififififffiifffiiffffffff ndndndndndndndndndndndndndnddddnddddddss s sss ssss ss ssss ssssss mmummmmmmmmmmmmmm st be prepared consistent with the principles of English 
Heritage's Management of ArArArrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrchchchchhchchchchchchchchhchcchhchchcchhhccc aeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendix 3.1 and
Appendix 4.1). 

5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 

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

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

5.5 Reports onnn sssssss sssssss sssssspeppp cific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to pepeeeeeeeeeeeeeeermrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmmrmrmrmrmmrmmmmmmmmmiititiiitiiiiii  
assessmeeeeemeeememeeemeemeeeemeentntntntntntntntntntntntntnnttttntnttnnt o ooo ooo o oooooof ffff fffffff f f f fffff poppopopoppoppopopopppoppoppoppooppopotet ntial for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and muustst i iiiiiiiiiincncncncncncncncncncnnncncncncnccnnccccccn lulululululullullllllull dededededededeededededeeeedededdedededededeeddededddddd  
non-teeeeeeeeeeeeechcchchchchchchchchchchchchchchhhhhhhhhhchhc ninnnnnnninnnnnnnnnnn cacacacacacacacacaaaacaacacaacaacacaacacaaccacaccalllll l lllllllll ssssususssssssssssssss mmaries. 

5.6 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThThTThhThhhhTTTT ee ee e e eeeeeee ReReReRReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRReReeReRRReReRRRepopppppppp rt must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeololololoooloololoolooooloooooloolollogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoogogoggogogogogoooggiciciciccicicicicicicicicicciici alaalalalalallalalallaaaallaaaalaaallaaa  ee e e eeeeeeeeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeevivvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv dence, 
inininininininininininnninnnnnnclclclclclclclclclclclcclcclclclclclclccccclcclluuudududududududududududuududduuuddduduuuuuuuu inii g an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from m m mm mmmm mmmm m mm m mm mmmmm papapapapapapaaaapaappapappapappppp lalalalalalaaalalalalalaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooeooeoe sosossosososossosoosossossossssssssssssssss ls and cut 
fefefefefefefefefefefefefeefeefeeffefffef atataaaataa ures. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeoeooeoeoeoeooeoooooooeoeooeoooooooeooeoeooooololoololololololoololoooolololoololoooogigiggggigiggigiigiggigggggg cacacacacacacaacacaacacaacaaaaacaaaacacacaaaaaaacall llllll lll lllll llll pppppoppppppopp tential of the 
site, and the significance of that potential in the context of the Regioioioioooooooooooooooooooooooooonananananananananananaanananaanannnnanaan llllll lllllllllll ReeReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRRReReeRRRRRReReeR ssssssssesesesseessssss arch Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 200000000000000000000 .).).).)..)..   

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

5.8 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the report.  
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5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an 
HER number for the work. This number will be unique for each project or site and must be 
clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain an n
HER numberrrr f f f fffffffffffffffffffffooororoooooooooo  the work. This number will be unique for each project or site and musts  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe e eeee eeeee eee eeee ee
clearly maaaarkrkrkrkrkrkrkkrkrkkkkrkkkkrkkkrkrkkkrkrrrkrkkeeedededededededededededdedededededededddde  o oo oooooooooooooon nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn any documentation relating to the work. 

5.10 Findsdsdsdsdssdsdsdsdsdssdssssssdssssssssdsd  m m m m   m m mm mmmmususususususususususususususuusususuusususussuususuu t t tttt tttt ttt t t t t tttttttttttttt bebbbbbbbe appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UKKKK IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIInsnsnsnnnsnsnnnnnnnnsnnnnn tittittttttititutututuuututututututututuuuuututututututuuuutuuututeteteteteteteteteteteteteteteeteteteteteeeeteteetee of 
CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoooooooCoooooCoCoConsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnsnsnsnnnsnnnnnn ererererrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrvavavavavavavavavavavavvavvvvavvavvvvavatotttototttttotoott rs Guidelines.
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5.12 The WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this project 
with the Archaeology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to
ensure the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).

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

5.14 The site archive is to be deposited with the Coounununnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnntytytytytytytytytytytytytytytyytytytttytt HHHH H HHHHHH HHHHHHERERERERERERERRERERERERERERRERERERRRRRRERERRRRRRRR w within three months of the completion 
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5.16 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER manual, for all sites where
archaeological finds and/or features are located. 

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

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

5.18 Where approoprprprprpppprpprppprprprprprprppprpppp iate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which musususususususususuusususuuususuuuuusuu t t
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5.19 AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAtt tttttttttttt ththhhhththhththththththththhththththththttttthttthttt eee ee e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee start of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OAASISISISISISSISSISISSISSSIISSSSSISSISISIISS S SSSSS SSSS SSS S SSSSSSSSSSSS ononnononononononnononnnonnonnnonnononnnnono lililllililililillililillililililiinnnnnnnennnnenenennennn  record 
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LLLLLLoLoLoLoLLLLL cation and Creators forms. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.55.55.5.55.555.5.555555.555 20202222222022222222  All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submissionn ttttttttttttto oooooooooo ooooooooooooo ththttttttt e County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).
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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 352448 
Email:  jude.plouviez@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 4th May 2010   Reference: /ArchSpecEval_BrandRod_JP_May2010.doc 

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

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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