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Summary  

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land in front of Church Green House, 

Low Street, Badingham on the 29th June 2010. Two linear features were revealed, one 

dating to the Roman or Post-Roman period. It is recommended that an appropriate 

mitigation strategy would be for archaeological monitoring of the footings of the new 

building.
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1. Introduction  

Planning permission (C/07/1857/OUT) was granted by Suffolk Coastal District Council 

for the erection of a new single-storey dwelling on land to the front of Church Green 

House, Low Street, Badingham. Due to the size and location of the development, a 

singe trench evaluation was requested by Jess Tipper of the Suffolk County Council 

Archaeology Service Conservation Team, in order to assess the potential for the 

presence of archaeological remains on the site that may be affected by the proposed 

works and inform any potential mitigation strategy should it be required. 

2. Geology and topography  

The site lies on a south-facing slope above a tributary of the River Alde, at a height of 

between 25.7m and 34m AOD. The underlying geology is listed as calcareous clayey 

soils, with localised non-calcareous clayey soil outcroppings. The geology exposed in 

the trench appeared to consist of this non-calcareous soil, with sandy clayey soil 

towards the southern end of the trench, though this area was disturbed by root action. 

3. Archaeological and historical background 

The site lies in an area of Archaeological Importance, as identified in the County Historic 

Environment Record. A palaeolithic flint flake (BDG 030) is recorded as being found c.

200m east of the site, and an inhumation of either medieval or Saxon date (BDG 040) 

was found c. 160m to the northwest. BDG 046 relates to some Roman material found 

‘near Badingham church’, though no more precise location is known. In addition, the site 

lies some 80m from the Church of St John the Baptist (BDG 029), which is likely to 

share the location of a church recorded in the Domesday Book. The location of the site, 

adjacent to the probable main medieval road through the village, and close enough to 

the church to be within its likely medieval core suggested that there was good potential 

for archaeological remains to be present relating to this period.
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4.  Methodology

The trench was excavated using an 1800 JCB-type mechanical excavator, provided by 

the client, fitted with a toothless ‘ditching’ bucket, under constant archaeological 

supervision. Soil was removed carefully, in shallow spits of c. 0.05m, until either 

archaeological deposits or undisturbed natural geology was encountered.

Archaeological deposits were hand-cleaned and excavated in order to attempt to locate 

dateable finds and characterise the features encountered.

A full written record was made, alongside hand-drawn plans and sections at appropriate 

scales (normally 1:20 and 1:50) and digital photographs were taken using a 

6.2megapixel digital SLR camera. All finds were retained for analysis. 

5. Results  

5.1 Trench 1 
This trench was 20m long, 1.6m wide and up to 1.1m deep (at the southern end), 

orientated north-south. The stratigraphy exposed consisted of up to 1.0m of mid greyish 

brown clayey sandy silt topsoil with occasional small/medium stones and flints above 

natural yellowish/grey/orange silty sand towards the southern end of the trench, while at 

the northern end there was c. 0.5m of topsoil above 0.3m of disturbed natural geology, 

with very frequent root disturbance present, sealing cleaner natural sandy clays at a 

depth of 0.8m. 

The apparent use of the land as an orchard in the post-war period may be considered 

as the most likely cause of the frequent root action evident in the trench, and the depth 

of topsoil with no distinguishable subsoil deposits, although trees currently surrounding 

the site are also likely to have caused significant root disturbance. 

Roman / Post-Roman 
Ditch 0003 was 1.0m wide, at least 0.4m deep and also orientated northeast/ 

southwest. It had a shallow sloping south-eastern side, to a concave base, with a 

steeply angled northern side and was filled with a mid greyish brown sandy silt with 
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occasional flints and flecks of charcoal. Unfortunately, root disturbance present on the 

northwestern side had damaged the feature, and its full profile could not be ascertained. 

This feature contained residual Late Neolithic Beaker pottery, probably residual Roman 

ceramic building material (too abraded to determine whether it was brick or tile) and a 

single boars tusk. As the two dateable finds are likely to be residual, it is not possible to 

date the feature more accurately than to the Roman or post-Roman periods. 

Undated

Gully 0001 was 0.35m wide and 0.2m deep, with steep curved sides to a sharply 

concave base, orientated approximately north-east/south-west. It was filled with a mid 

greyish brown sandy clayey silt deposit, with occasional small stone inclusions. No finds 

were recovered from this feature. 
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occasional flints and flecks of charcoal. Unfortunately, root disturbance present on the 

northwestern side had damaged the feature, and its full profile could not be ascertained. 
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Gully 0001 was 0.35m wide and 0.2m deep, with steep curved sides to a sharply 

concave base, orientated approximately north-east/south-west. It was filled with a mid

greyish brown sandy clayey silt deposit, with occasional small stone inclusions. No finds 

were recovered from this feature.
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Plate 1. Gully 0001 and ditch 0003, facing north-east. 

6. Finds and environmental evidence 

By Stephen Benfield

6.1 Introduction  
There is only a very small quantity of finds consisting of single pieces of pottery, 

ceramic building material and animal bone (Table 1). All were recovered from a single 

context (0004) in the ditch 0003.

Find type No. Wt/g
Pottery 1 2
Ceramic building material (CBM) 1 81
Animal bone 1 19

Table 1. Bulk finds quantities.

6.2 Pottery 
There is a single small pottery sherd weighing 2g. The sherd is about 5-6mm thick and 

is slightly abraded. The fabric contains a moderate density of white (calcified) flint-

temper up to about 2mm in length, but is mostly relatively fine, fine grog-temper and 

some sand. The surface is oxidised a brownish-red and is decorated with a row of 

close-set fingertip impressions making a series of V shapes, often referred to as a 

‘crows foot’ pattern. The sherd is typical of pottery in the Beaker tradition and can be 

dated to the Late Neolithic-Early Bronze Age. 
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6.3 Ceramic building material 
The single piece of CBM, which weighs 81g, is heavily abraded. It is red-brown in colour 

and made from sandy clay which contains few other visible inclusions. It is about 22mm 

thick and appears to be from a flat brick or tile. Given the thickness and the nature of 

the piece there is little doubt that it is of Roman date. 

6.4 Faunal remains 
The single animal bone (weight 19g), an unmodified boar tusk, is broken at both ends. 

The condition of the tusk appears good and, although it cannot be dated, does not 

necessarily suggest any great antiquity. 

6.5  Discussion of the material evidence  
The Beaker sherd is clearly residual in this context. The latest dated find is the piece of 

Roman brick or tile, although this is quite abraded which suggests that it may have been 

of some antiquity when deposited here. The boar tusk cannot be dated but appears 

relatively fresh, however, it is also quite tough and could be of some antiquity. The finds 

indicate that the context is at least of Roman date and possibly dates later. 

7.  Discussion 

The presence of residual Roman and prehistoric artefacts in this area is to be expected, 

given the known archaeology nearby on this side of the river valley, and the topography 

of the site. The late Neolithic/early Bronze Age pottery sherd in particular is of interest 

as it is suggestive of occupation within close proximity to, and possibly within, the site. 

The undated boar’s tusk appears most likely to be the find most accurately associated 

with the life of the ditch it was found in, although it does not help to date the feature 

directly. Examination of the early Ordnance Survey map covering this area suggests 

that the ditch may be an earlier part of the field-boundary system still surviving at that 

time, although the ditch found in the evaluation trench does not appear on the map 

itself. The second, smaller, ditch is believed to be of equivalent date to the larger due to 

the proximity and orientation similarities, suggestive of the potential for a redefinition of 

the boundary at some point. 
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8.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

The most likely conclusion for the results obtained from this evaluation is that the 

dateable finds identified in ditch 0003 are residual in nature, and have been redeposited 

in the fill of a possible medieval field boundary, which fell out of use prior to the late 

1800’s. Carbon-dating of the tusk could potentially confirm this, but is not recommended 

at this time as there is the potential for it also to be residual in nature. It is anticipated 

that there will be a requirement for further works to be carried out as a part of this 

development, and that a suitable methodology would be that of continuous monitoring of 

any ground disturbance such as excavation of footings and/or service runs.

9.  Archive deposition 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Ipswich      

 T:\ENV\ARC\MSWORKS3\PARISH\Badingham

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds.

      Store Location: Parish Box H / 79 / 4
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Disclaimer
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of the Field 
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 

PART GARDEN, CHURCH GREEN HOUSE, LOW STREET, 
BADINGHAM, SUFFOLK (C/07/1857/OUT) 

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

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Outline planning permission has been granted by Suffolk Coastal District Council 
(C/07/1857/OUT) for the erection of dwelling and garage at Part Garden, Church Green 
House, Low Street, Badingham (TM 306 682). Please contact the applicant for an accurate 
plan of the site.

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 site is located on the east side of a tributary of the River Alde at c.30.00m OD. The soils 
are described as deep clay of the Hanslope Series, derived from the underlying chalky till. 

1.4 This application is located in an area of high archaeological interest recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record, to the south of the medieval church (HER no. BDG 029). The 
site has good potential for the discovery of hitherto unknown heritage assets of archaeological 
interest in view of its proximity to the medieval church. The proposed works would cause 
significant ground disturbance with the potential to damage any archaeological deposit that 
exists. 

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

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

1.6 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 condition on the planning consent, and following the standards and 
guidance produced by the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA), a Written Scheme of Investigation 
(WSI) based upon this brief and specification must be produced by the developers, their 

Appendix 1. Brief and Specification
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condition).

1.3 The site is located on the east side e e eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ofofofofofofofofofofoffofofofofofooofo aaaaaa aaaa aaaa t tt tttt tt ttttttttttttriririririririririririiririrririrriiiiibubububububbububububububbbbubbubbbbbbb tary of the River Alde at c.30.00m OD. The soils
are described as deep clay of the e e e e e e e e ee e eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e HaHHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHaHHaHaHaHaHHaHHHHH nsnsnssnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnssssssssssslolololoolololololololololololololololololooolooppppppeppppppp  Series, derived from the underlying chalky till. 

1.4 This application is located in annnnnnnnnnannnnnnnnnnn a a a a a a aaa a aaaa aaaa a a aaarrrerrr a of high archaeological interest recorded in the County 
Historic Environment Record, to o the south of the medieval church (HER no. BDG 029). The 
site has good potential for the discovery of hitherto unknown heritage assets s of archaeological
interest in view of its proximity to the medieval church. The proposed works would cause 
significant ground disturbance with the potential to damage any archaeological deposit that 
exists. 

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

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

1.6 The results of ff this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality aaaaaaaaaaaaaaand 
extent, to be e ee  e acacacacacacacacacacacacaacacacaaaa curately quantified. Decisions on the need for and scope of any mitiggiggigiggggigggggggggggggggggatatatatatatatatatatatatatataaaataatatataaattattta ioioioioioioiioioioioioioioiioooooon 
measuresssssssssssssssss, , ,, , , , ,, shshshshshshshshsshshsshshshshshsshhshssss ououououuououououououououououuuouuououououououooo ldldldldldldldldldldldlddlldldddddddlddddd there be any archaeological finds of significance, will be basedd u uu uuuuuuuuuuuuuuuupopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopppooooop n n n ththththththththththththththththhhhthhhthhhhhe eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
results sssssssssssss ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofffoof tttt ttttttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheeeeeeeeheeeee e eeeeee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevvvvvavvvvvvvvvv luation and will be the subject of an additional specification. 

1.7 AlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAlAAAlAlAAlAlAlAAAA lll l l ll llllll ararararararararararararararararrrrrrrrrrrararararararaarararaarararaaraaarararararaarr ngngngngngngngngngngngngngnngnnnnngngnnnnnn ements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work,  acacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaccacacaaaaccececececececccececceccecececccecc ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss  tt t ttttt ttt tttt ttttttttttttooooooo oooooooooooooo the site,
thththththththththththttthttthhhhhhhe ee ee ee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee dededededededededededededdededeededdeddedddd finition of the precise area of landholding and area for proposed ddddddddddeveveveveveveveveveveveveveeveeveeeveveevvveleleleleeleleelelelele opopopopopopopopopopoppopopopoppopopoppoooooppmemememememememememememmememememmemmeememememmemment are to be 
dededededededededededededdededededededededededdedeefifffffffffff ned and negotiated with the commissioning body.

1.1..........8 88 8 8 8 88888888888888 888888 Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brbrbrbrbrbrbbrbrrbrbrbrbrbrbrrieieieieieieieieieieieeieieieieeeeeeeffffff ffffffffff 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 condition on the planning consent, and following the standards and 
guidance produced by the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA), a Written Scheme of Investigation
(WSI) based upon this brief and specification must be produced by the developers, their 

Appendix 1. Brief and Specification
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agents or archaeological contractors.  This must be submitted for scrutiny by the Conservation 
Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) at 9-10 The 
Churchyard, Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443. 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. The WSI should be compiled 
with a knowledge the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology Occasional 
Paper 3, 1997, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern Counties, 1. 
resource assessment'; Occasional Paper 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework 
for the Eastern Counties, 2. research agenda and strategy'; and Revised Research 
Framework for the Eastern Region, 2008, available online at http://www.eaareports.org.uk/).

1.10 Following receipt of the WSI, SCCAS/CT will advise the Local Planning Authority (LPA) if it is 
an acceptable scheme of work. Work must not commence until the LPA has approved the 
WSI. Neither this specification nor the WSI is, however, a sufficient basis for the discharge of 
the planning condition relating to the archaeological works. Only the full implementation of the 
approved scheme – that is the completion of the fieldwork, a post-excavation assessment and 
final reporting – will enable SCCAS/CT to advise the LPA that the condition has been 
adequately fulfilled and can be discharged. 

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

1.12 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. 

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

2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

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

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

2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 
colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

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

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before proceeding to the next phase of the project. Field 
evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of 
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agents or archaeological contractors.  This must be submitted for scrutiny by the Conservation
Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (SCCAS/CT) at 9-10 Thehhh  
Churchyard, ShShShShShhShShhShShShShShhhShhhhhhShhShShShhhhhhiiririririririririiiririrre Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443. The WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWSSSSSISSSSSSSSSSSSSS  
will provideeeeeeeeeeeeeeee t tttttt t ttt ttt ttttttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehhehhehehhehheh  b bbbbbbbbbbbbbb bbbasaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa is for measurable standards and will be used to establish whethththhhththththhthhhhhththt ererererereererererererrererererrererrrre  t t t tttttt t tttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheeheheheheeeheheeheeh     
requiremmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneneenenenennenennenenee tstststttststststssssssssss oo o oooo o oooo ooooo ooooffffff fffffff fffffffffff ttttttthtttt e planning condition will be adequately met. The WSI should beeeeeeeeeeee c ccc c c cccc c c cccccccccomomomomomomoomomomomoomoomomomomooomomoompipipipipipipipippippipipipipipipipiiiip leleleleleleleleleleelellleeeeeeddddd d
with aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa k k k k kkkk k kkk kkknonononononononononononoonooooonnn wlwlwlwlwlwlwlwlwlwlwwlwwwllwwwlww eeeeeeeedeeeeeeeee ge the Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeologgogogoggogogogggggggggggggggggy y y y y y yy y y yy yyyyyy yyyyyy OcOcOcOcOcOcOOcOcOOcOOcOOcOcccccccOOcOccOO cacacacacacacaacacacacacacacaccaaccc ssisssisissisisssss onal 
PaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaPaaaaaPaaaaPaPapepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepeeepepppeppp r rr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr 3,3,3,3,3,33,3,3,3,333,3,33,3,3,3,33333333,3  1997, 'Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Easttststtststtsttstttererererrererererererererrerererererererreeee n nn n n n n n nnnnnnnnnnnnn CoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCoCooCooCoCoCoCoCCoCoCoununununununununununuununununununuuununnunuuuuu ties, 1. 
rerererererererererererereeeeesososososoooososososoosooooourururururururururururururururrrururururuuuuuuruuu ccccccecccccccccc  assessment'; Occasional Paper 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeolooloolooolooloooooooooooooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogooggy:y::y:y:y:y:y:y:y:y:yyy:yyy:yy:yy:yy  A A A A A AAAAA AA AAA AAAAAAAAAAA    F   Framework 
foofofofofofofofofoofofoooofofooofoofooorrrrrr r r r rr r rrrrrrrrrrrrrr tttthttttt e Eastern Counties, 2. research agenda and strategy'; anannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnannnnnnnd d d d d dddd d d dddddddddddddd ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReeeReeeeeR vivivivivivivvvvvivivviviviiviviivivivvviv ssssssesssssssss d Research 
FFFrFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFFF amework for the Eastern Region, 2008, available online at http://wwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww .e.e.e.e.e.e.eeeeeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa rererererererrrerrrerrrr ports.org.uk/).

1.11111011111111111111  Following receipt of the WSI, SCCAS/CT will advise the Local Planningnnnn  Authority (LPA) if it is
an acceptable scheme of work. Work must not commence until the LPA has approved the
WSI. Neither this specification nor the WSI is, however, a sufficient basis for the discharge of 
the planning condition relating to the archaeological works. Only the full implementation of the
approved scheme – that is the completion of the fieldwork, a post-excavation assessment and 
final reporting – will enable SCCAS/CT to advise the LPA that the condition has been 
adequately fulfilled and can be discharged. 

1.11 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 isiiiiiiiii  likely to have an impact on any 
archaeological deposit which exists; proposals ffffffforororororororororoorororororrorrooooooooo sss s ssssssssamamamamamamamammamamaaa pling should be discussed with the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Servvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvicicicicicicciciccccccicciciicccce e e e e ee ee eeeeee ee ofofofofofofofofoofofooof SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC  (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

1.12 The responsibility for identifying any cocoococooocooooooooooooooconsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnnsnsnssssnsnnnnn trtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrtttrrtrtrraiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaiaiaiiaaaia ntntntntntntntntnttntntnnnntntntnnn sssssss sssss on field-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument 
status, Listed Building status, publicccccccccccccicccc u uuu u uuu u uuuuuutttttitttt liiliiliiliiililililiiiliiititititittititititttitttittitttitititittt eseseseseseeseseseseeeeseeeeeeeeeee  or other services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecologiccccccccccccccccccalalalalalalaalallalalllallllllalalaala  c c c c cc cccccccccccccccccccononononononononnnnnnnnnnnnnnnsisisisisisisiisisisisisisisssisisisisss dedededededededeeeeeedededdeddededeedederations rests with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. Theeheeheeheheeeheeeeeee e e eeeeeee eee eeeee eeeeeeeexixixixixiixixixiixixixixxxix ststststtsttttttttttttttttsstteneneneneneenenenenenenenenneneeneennenneennncccceccc  and content of the archaeological brief does not
over-ride such constraints or imimimimimimmimimmmimimmimmmmmmmmmmmmmpplplplplplplplplplplpplplplplpplplplpllpp y y y y y y y y yy y y yy yyyy yyy yyyy ththththththththththhthttthhhhhhththhhat the target area is freely available. 

1.13 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 datataatatatataaaaaataaataaaaaaa e, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within tttttttttttttttthehhhhhhh  
application ararararararararararararararararaarraaaraaaaa eaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeeeee , , ,   ,  ,,, tottttt gether with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservationnonnnonnnnnonononnnnonnnnnnnnnn. ........

2.3 Evaluauauauauauauauaauauauauauauaauauauuuuuuu teteteteetetetetetetetteteteteee t t t ttt t t t tt t t tttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehehehheheheehehhhehehehheeehhee likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence  offofofofofofofofofofofofoffofof m mmmm m m mm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmasasasasasasasasasasasasasasasaaaasaaasasasssaaaaa kkkkkkkikkkkkk ng 
coooooooooolllllllllllllllllllllluvuvuvuuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuuvuvuvuviaiaiaiaaaaiaiaiaiaaaaaaaaal/l///////l/l/l/l///l///l/l///////l alalalalalalalalalalaaaaaaaaaa llulululululullullull vial deposits. 

2.4 4444 EsEsEsEssEsEssEsEsEsEssEsEsEsEssEsEsEsEssEsEE tattatatatatatatatatatatatttattattttat blbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb ish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.22.222.2.2.2.222222222222222 5 5 5 5 555 5 5555555 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conssssssssssssssssssssssererereeereeerererereerereereererrvavavavaavavavavavavavaaavavavavaaavaavvvvavatitititititititittiitittittttittittititiit onooooo  strategy, dealing 
with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working ppppppppppppppppppppprrrrrrrarrrrrrrr ctices, timetables and 
orders of cost.

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

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

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

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 The following trenched evaluation is required: 

� A single linear trial trench is to be excavated, 20.00m long x 1.80m wide to cover the area of 
the site where significant ground disturbance is proposed.  

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ 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 
or other visible archaeological surface.  All machine excavation is to be under the direct 
control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for 
archaeological material. 

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

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

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

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

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

3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling 
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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 folloow.ww
Each stage wwwwwwwwwwwwwwililililililililililllillilllillilililllllll l l ll l lll l llll bebb  the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; this docummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeneneneneneneneneneneeneenennneeneneeeeeeeent
covers only y y y y y y y yyyyy yy yyyyy ththththththththththththhththththhthththtththhhhhe ee eeeeeeeee evevevevevvevevevevvevevevevevevveveeveeeeee alaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa uation stage. 

2.7 The dededededededededeedededededededdededeeededddeddd vevevevevevevevevevevvevvveeeeveloloooooooooooooooooopepepepepepepepepepepepepepeepepepepeeeepp r or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five wowowowowowowowowowowowowowowwowowowwowowowoowoorkrkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnng gg g g g g g gg g g gggggg dddadddd ys 
nonononononononononooooonoooonoonotititititititititititittitttititttiticecececececececececececcececececeeeccecececece o o o ooo o o ooo oo oooo ooo ooof f f f f f fff fff ff fffff ffff ffff the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that tt t t t tt t t ttt thththththththththththththhthththththhhthththhe eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee wowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowoowowoowowowowoowwowow rkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrrkrkkrkkkkkrrr  of the
arararaarararararararaaaaaaa chchchchchchchchchchchchhchchhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeaeaeaeaeaaaaaaaeaaa olo ogical contractor may be monitored.

2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.2.22.222 88 88 88 888 8 888888888888 IfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIfIffIffIfffIfIfIff the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeentntntntntntntntntnntntntnttntntntnnnn iriiririririririririririrririririirrreteteteteteteteetetettty y y y yy y y y yyyyy yyyy yy yy yyyyyyyy (p(p(p(p(p(p(p(p(p(p(p(((p(pp(ppp(( articularly in the 
instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may bebebebebebebeebebebebeebebebebebebbeeee rr r rr r rr rr rrrrrrrejeeeeeeeeeeeee ected. Alternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and unteseeee ted areas included on
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy.

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 The following trenched evaluation is required:

� A single linear trial trench is to be excavated, 20.00m long x 1.80m wide to cover the area of 
the site where significant ground disturbance is propooooooooooooooooooooooooosessssssssssssessss d.  

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditchhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhininininininnininnnninnininnnng g g g gg g g gggggg g g ggggggggggg bububuubububububuuububuuuuub ckckckckckckckckckckckckckckkckckckkckcckcckckc ete ’ 1.80m wide must be used. A scale 
plan showing the proposed locations of theeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee t t t t t tt tt ttt ttt t tttt triririiririririiiriialalalalalalalalalalaalalll t t t tt ttt ttt ttt tttttttrerererererererererereerererererererereeereerereeeeenches should be included in the WSI and
the detailed trench design must be approvovovovovovovovovovvovovovovovvvovovoovededededededededededededdedeedededededededeedeeeeee b b b bbbbb bb bbbbbbbbbbbbbbby y y y y y yyy y y y yyyy y yyy yy SCSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS CAS/CT before field work begins. 

3.3  The topsoil may be mechanicallylyylylylylyyylylyylyylylylyyylylylyyyyyyyyyyy r r rrrr rr rrr rrr rrremememememememememememememmemeememmmmememme ovvovovovovovovovovovvovvovovovovovovoooovovvovedededededededededededededededeeee  using an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
arm and fitted with a toothless ss s ss sss ss bububububububububububububububuububuububububbubbuuuckckckckckckckckckcckckckkckcckkkketeteteeteteteeteteteteteteteteteteteteeeeeeee ,, ,, , ,,,,,,,, ddodododdododddodddodddddddddddd wn to the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil
or other visible archaeologicacacacaaaaaacaacaaaaaaaaaacaaaaaall l ll l l l l l susususususususususuusususususuususususuusuusususss rfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrrrfrffrffrffrfrrfrfrfaaacaaaa e.  All machine excavation is to be under the direct 
control and supervision of aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaannnnnnn nnnnn archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for 
archaeological material. 

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

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

For liiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiineneneneneneneneeneneneenenennenennnnnnnn arararararararrararaararaa  f fff ff fff ffff ffffffffffeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeeeaeeaeeaaeaeaeaeaaaaeaatutututtuttuttttttuttut res, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their widttttttttttttth;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;h;hhhhh;;hh  

FoFFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFFoFoFoFFoFoFooFFFoF r didididididdidididddddididddididdididididdiscscscscscscscsccscscscscsscsscscsscscsssss rete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in sssssssssssssssssssssomomomomomomomomomomomomommomome e ininininininininnninininninnininnininnninnnstststsststsstststtststsstssssssss ances  
101010100100100101001010100010101000001011000%0%0%0%00%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%%0%0%%0%0%%0%%0%%0%0%0%%0%% may be requested). 

3.33.33.3.3333.33.3333.3.33333333 6 66 6 66 6 666 666 6666666 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the pppppppppppppppppppppererererereererererereerereereererrrre iooooiooiooooiooooooooooooooood,d,d,d,d,dd,d,d,d,d,d,d,dddddddd,dd,dddd  ddddddepth and nature of 
any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or othereerererrererererrrrrrrre  masking deposits must 
be established across the site. 

3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling 
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strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the 
appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be sought from Dr Helen Chappell, English 
Heritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

4. General Management 

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

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

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

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. 
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strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (f(fffor 
micromorphologogogogogggogogogogogogoggoggogogogogogogogggogiciiiiiiiiiiiiiciiiical and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on ttttttttttttttttttttttttttthehhhhhhhhhhehhhhhhhh  
appropriatennennnennnennenenenenenennnennnnenee eseesesesesesesesesesesesesesseeeeeeeeeee s ss sss s s s sss ofoofofoofoooofoooooooooooooooo  the proposed strategies will be sought from Dr Helen Chappell, EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEngnngngngngngngngnngngnngngnggnggnggnnnnnn llililillilllillllllill shshshshshshshshshshshshshshhshhshshshshsshshssshhs   
Heritagegegeegegegeeeegeeeeeeeeeg  R R R R R R RR R RRR R R RRRRRRRRRRRegegegegegegegegegegegegeegeegeggggggggioioiooioioioioiooioioooiiooioiooioioioonanananannananannanannanannnnnnnnnn l Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide tto o o o o o o o oo o oo o o sasasasasasaasasasasasasaaasaasaaaasasassass mpmpmpmpmpmpmpmppmpmppmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpmplililililililiiilllllillllll nnnnnnngnnnnnnnnnn  
archhaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeeaeaeaeeaeaeaeaaeaeaaeolooooooooooooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogoggogogogggggoooggggiciciciciciciciccicciccicicccccccci aaaaalaaaaaaaaaaaaaa  deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide eee ee ee eeeee totototototototototototototottototototototototototooo s ssss s s ss sssssamamamamamamammamamamamamamamamamaammaa pling 
ararararararararararrrrrarrrarrarchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchcchchchchhhchhhchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaeaeeeeeololololollololololololololoolololololllllolololloooogoooogooooooooooooo ical deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing frorororoororoorororooroooooooom m m m m m m mmm m m m m mm mmmmmmmm SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSSCSCSCSSSCSCSCSCCCCCCACACACACACACACACACACACACACACCCACACACACACACACACAACCACACAS. 

3.8 88 8 8 88 8 888888 8 88888 888 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAAnnnnAnnAnAnAnAnAnnnyyyyyyy yyyyyyyyyyyyy natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and exammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmininininininininininininniiiiininnnnnedededededededeededededededeedededeeee  f ffffffffffffffffffffforororororororoororoorooorrororrrrorroo  archaeological
ddddededddddddddddddddddd posits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological fefefefefefefefefefefefefefeefefeeefeefeatatatatatatatataataaattaattatattattttaaa urururrrurururrrrrrrrurrrrrrrrrreseseseseseseseseseseseeseseeeeeseseeseessese  revealed may be f
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

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

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

3.11 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to 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. 

3.12 Plans of any archaeological features on the site arerereerererereeeeeeerereeeeeeereer  ttt t tt t ttttt ttttttttttto oooooooooooooooo bebebbebbebbbbbbbbb  drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  SeSeeSeSeeSeSeSeSeSeSeeSeSeeSSSSectctctctctctctctctctcctctctctctctccttioioioioioioioioioiooioioioioiiioi nsnsnssssnsnsnsnssnssnsnsnssssssn  ss ss s  ssss s s sssssshhhhhhohhhhhh uld be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recordeddddddddddddddddddddddddd. .. .. . ...  AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAllllllllllllllllllllll llllllllllllleveveveveveveveveveveveevevveeveeeeevvvevevvvee eleeee s should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCCSCSCCCCSCSCSSCSCSCCCCSCCCACACACACACACACACACACACCACACCAACACACACACACACACCAAS/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/SS/S//S///S///S/S/SSSS CTCCCCCCCCCCCCCC . 

3.13 A photographic record of the workkkkrkrkkkkkrkkkkkkkkkrk i ii i ii ii iiiiiiii i iiiiis s ss sss sssssssss totttttttttttttttttt  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbeeeeeeeeeeeeeee mmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmade, consisting of both monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies and/d/d//d/d/d/d/dd/////ororororororororororororrrrororororororoororoor h h h h h hh hhhhhhhh hhhhhiggigigigigigiigigigigigigiggggggggggh h h h h h h h hhhhhhhhhh hhh hh rererrerererrerererererrrerrrrrrr solution digital images. 

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

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

4. General Management

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

4.2 The coompmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmppppmppmpppppososososososoososoosoosooooooooo itittttttttttttttttioioioioioioioioioioiooioioioioioioiiiioioiioionn n nnnn n nnnn nn nnn of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed d d dd dd ddd dd ddd ddd ddd bybybybybybybbbybybybybybybybybbybbybbbyy t t tt t t t tttt t ttttt tttttthihihihihhihihihihihhihhihhihihhh s s
officeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee, , ,,, , ,,, ,, ,,, inninnnninnnininnininnnnclclclclcclclclclclclclclclclclllllududududududududududududdudududududududuuududduddddddininininininininininninininnnnnnnniiiiii g any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other ststststststtstststststststststststssssttsstafafafafafafafafafffffaffaff fff fffffffff lilililililililllililllllllilllikekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekekkekekekekekeekeeeekellllllylllll  to 
haaaaaaaaaaaaaveveveveveveveveveveeveveveveveveevevvevevveeee a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa m mmmmmm m mmmmmmmmmmmmmajajajajajaajajajaaaaa or responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluatatatatatatatatatatatattttattatttatataa ioioioioioioiooioioiooioioiooiiooooooooonnn nnnnnnnnnnnn ththththththhththththththhhhththththttt ererererererrerereeeeee e must 
alalalalalalalalalalalalaaaaaaala ssossosossosososssosso bbbb bbbb b b b bbbbbbbbbbbbbbe eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavaatiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiit onononononononononoononononnonononon ww w www w wwwwwwwwwwwwwwororororororororororoorororoorororororooooo k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk on other 
ararararararararararrrrararrararararaaaaaa chchchchchchchchchchchchchchhchhhhhhchc aaaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ological sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, innnnn p p p pp ppppp p pppp ppparararararararararararaaraararrararraa ticucucucucucucucucucuucuucucucuucccccuccccuulalalalalalalalalaalalalalaaalaarrrrrrrrrrr,rrr  must have 
rererrerrerrerereererrerererrrerererr levant experience from this region, including knowledge of local cererererererererrerrrrre amamamamamamamamamamamamamamamamamaamamammiciiciciciiciciciicicicccccccc ssssssss s ssss ss sssss ssssseqeqeqeqeqeeqeqeqeqeqeeqeqeeeeeeeeeqeqeeequences.

4.4.4.4.4.4.4.4.4.4.44.4...3333 3333333333333333333 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adadadadaadadadadadadddadadadddadadaadaddaaa equate 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. 
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4.6  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeological field 
evaluation (revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the 
project and in drawing up the report. 

5. Report Requirements 

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

5.2 The 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.  

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 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition 
of the full site archive, and transfer of title, with the intended archive depository before the 
fieldwork commences.  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, scientific 
analysis) as appropriate. 

5.12 The project manager should consult the intended archive depository before the archive is 
prepared regarding the specific requirements for the archive deposition and curation, and 
regarding any specific cost implications of deposition. 

5.13 If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project manager should consult 
the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2010 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 
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4.6  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ f Standard and Guidance for archaeological fieeeeld 
evaluation (reeeeeeeeeeeeeevivivivivivviviivivivivivivvivvvvivvvivvvvv sssssesssssssssssssssssss d 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution off ttttttttttttttt tttttttttthehhhhhhhhhhhhehhhhhhh  
project and d dd d  inininnininininininininininininninnininniinnn ddd d ddd dd ddd dd dddrararararararaaararaaraaarararaaaaaaraawiwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwww ng up the report. 

5. RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRepepepepepepepepepepepepepepepeppppepepepeppeppororororororoorororororoororororrrrrrt tt tt t t t ttt ttttttttt ReReReReReReReReRReReRReReReReReRReReRReRReRRRRR quirements 

5.1 11 1 1 11  11111 1 1 11 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAAnnnnAnnAnAnAnAnAnnn a aaarchive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with tttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehhehehhehhhhehehheeehehehe p p ppp p ppppppppppririiiiiiiiiincncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncncccnccncn ipipipipipipiipipipipipiiipippppii les of English 
HHHHHHHHHHeHHHHHHHHHHHH ritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particcccccccccccccccccculululululululululuuluululuuuluuuuu araaaaaraaaraaaaaraaaaaa lyyylyylylylylyyyyyyylyylyyyyyyylyyyyy A A A A A AA AAAAA AAAAAAAAAppendix 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 tabulatatatatatatatatatatattatatataaaaaaataa ioiiiiiiii n of data by context, and must include 
non-technical summaries. 

5.6 The Report must include a discussion anddddddddddddddddddddddddddd a aaaa a aa aaa aann nn n nnnnn nn asasasasasasasasasasasasasasasasasaasasassasassaa ssesesesessesesesesessssssssss ssment of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironononononnononononononnnononooonono memmememmememememmememememememememmemmmm ntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntnttntntntalalalalalalalalalaalalalalaala  remains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must includeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee a a aaaa aaa a a aaaaaaa cleleleeeeeleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeearararararararararrarrarrarararararararaaarraa  statement of the archaeological potential of the 
site, and the significance of that pppppppppppppppppppppppppotototototootototototootottotooototeeeeeeneneeeeeeeeeeeeeeee tiititiitiiiiiiiiiiiialalalalalalalalalalalalaaaalalalalaaaaa iiiiii iiiii iin nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn the context of the Regional Research Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occccccccccccacacacacacacacacacacacaaaacacacacaacaccacaccasisisisisisisissisisississisisiononononononnonnnnnnnonnnnnnononnnalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalalallalalalaalaallaal PP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPapers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

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

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

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

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

5.11 Every effort tt t mumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumuummmmm ststststststsststs  b  e made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the depopopopopopopoopopopopopoopooopopopopopopopooooosisisisisisisisisisisisisiiisiisissis tititititittitititititittitttt onononononnonononononoonnnn 
of the ffffffffffffululululululuuluuluuull ll l l lll l l l llllll sisissisisissisisisisisisisississssss tetetetetettetteteteteeteeeeeeeeeeee a a a a a a aa aa a aaa aaa aaarrrrrcrrcrcrcrrcrrrrrrr hive, and transfer of title, with the intended archive depository bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbefefefefefefefefefefefefefefefeefeffeefffoooooooooooorooooooooo e ee e ee  e e eee thththththththththththththhhthhthththhht e e
fieldwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwororororororororororororooorooo k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk cococococococococoococococococoococoococoocoocoocoocoommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ences.  If this is not achievable for all or parts of the finds araararararaaararaaararaaraaaaaraaa chhchchchchchchchchchchhchchivivivvivivivivvivvivivvvivivivivvvvvvvve e ee ee ee eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ttttttththtttttttt en 
prrrrovovovovovovovovovvovvvovovovovvovoovovoovvisisisisisisisisisiisisssissisiii ioioioioioioioioioiooioioioioiiiioon nnnnnnn n nnnnnn nnnnn mmmmmmmmummmmm st be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustrrrtrrrrrrrrrrrrrrratatatatatatatatatatatataataattataatatatatttioioiioioioioioioioioioooiooioion,n,n,n,n,n,n,n,n,n,n,n,,n,n,n,n,,,,,, ss s ss s s ssscicccccccc entific 
anananananananaaanananaaanananaanna alalalalalalalalalalala ysysysysysysysysysysysysysyssysyysysysysyyysysy isisisisisisisiissisissisisisisisissississ)))))) ))) as appropriate. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5555.121212121212121212121212122121121112111121121  T T T TT TT TT T TTT TTTTTTTTTTTThehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh  project manager should consult the intended archive deposittitittiitititttiitttorororororororororroororororooooorro yyyy y y yyy y yy y yyyyyyyy bebebebebebebebebebeeebebeeebeeeebeeebeeeeeebbb fofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofooooooooooooof rer  the archive is 
prepared regarding the specific requirements for the archive depopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopopop sisisisisisisisisisisisisiisisiisiis tititititititititititititiitittttttioononoonononooonononooooooooooo  and curation, and 
regarding any specific cost implications of deposition. 

5.13 If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project manager should consult f
the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2010 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 f
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statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 

5.14 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) with ADS or another 
appropriate archive depository.  

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. 

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

5.18 An unbound hardcopy 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. 

5.19 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. 

5.20 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. 

5.21 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive). 
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statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 

5.14 The WSI shohohohohoohohohohohohoohoohoohohoohoohhohooulululululululululullullululuuuuu d d dd d d ddddddddddd ststststststsstststsststststststttttttttttate proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to thisssssssss p p p ppp p p p pppp ppppp pppppprororororororrorororororoororororoororrrrorrr jejejejejejejejejejejejeejejeeeeeeeeeej ctctctctctctctctctctctctctcttccccctcccctctcccctc     
with the A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAArcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccccccrcrcr hahahahahahahahaaahahaahahaaaahaaaahahh eoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeooeooooe lllllolll gy Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs innnnnnnnininnnnnnnncucucucucucuucucucuccucuucuucuuuucuccccucc rrrrrrrrrrrredededededededededededdedededededededededeedddd tttt tttttttto 
ensuuuuuuuuuuuuuurererererrererererererrereereereererererererre t      heheheheheheheheheheheeheheeeeeeehhh  p p p p p p pppp pp p ppppp ppppprorrrr per deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html) with ADSDSDSDSSSSDSDSDSDSDSDSDSDSSSSSDSDSSDSDSSDSDSD  o o ooo o oo ooooooor rrrrrrr rrrrrrrrrrrrr anananananananananananananannaaaaaaa ootoooooooooo her 
apapapapapapapapapappapappappppappapprprprprprprprprprprprprprprpprprpprpprrrprppp opopopopopopopopopopopopopopoopoopoppoppppririririririririririiririririrrrir atatatatatatataatatatatttatatatatataaatatataataaaaa e archive depository.  

5.1515151515155151515151555151555555155155551  W W W W WWWWWW WW WW W WW WWWWWWWWWhehehehehehehehehehehehehehhhehhehhhhhhhh re positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavaaaaavavavvalulululululululululullulululuuluuluuuuuul ataatataatatatataaatatatatioioioioioioioioioiooioioioioiooioioooionnnn nnn n nnn nnn nnnnnnnn or excavation) 
a aaaaaaaaaaaaa summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion inninnnnnnnnnninnnnnnninn t tt tt t t t tt tttttttttthehehehehehehhhehhhehhhhhehhhhehhh  a a aaa aa a a aaaaaaaaaaaaa aaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn ual ‘Archaeology 
in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute forrrrr A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAArcrcrrcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrrrchaeology, must be
prepared. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to SCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCAS/CT, by the end of 
the calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

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

5.18 An unbound hardcopy 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. 

5.19 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plannnnnnnnnnnnnnnn s ss s sssss s sss ss s ssssshohohohohohohohohohohohohohohohhoohohohoohoh ulululululululullllllllllllu d d d d d dd d ddddd dddddddddd dddd bebebebbbebebbbebbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  included with the report, which must
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, fffffffffffffffffffforororororororoorooooorooooroooo iiiii iiiiiiinnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteeeeteetteteegrgrgrggrggrgrgrgrggrgrggggggggggggggggggg ataaa ion in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa f f f f fff ff fffffffffffffffororororororororororoororororoorooooooooooo mamamamamamamamamamamamammamamammmmamamaamam tttttttttttt ttttttttttttttthat can be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange FiFiiiiiiiiiFiiFileleleleleeleleleleleelelelelee ooooooooooooor rrrrrr r .d.d.d.d.d.dd.d.d.d.d.ddd.dd.d.dd.dddxfxxfxfxfxfxfxxfxffxfxfxffxffxfxfxfxfxffxxfxxx ) or already transferred to .TAB files. 

5.20 At the start of work (immeddddddiaaiaaiaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatetetetetetetetetetteteteteteteteteteteeetelylylylylylylylyyyyllyyyyylllyyyyy b bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbefefefefefefefeefefefefefeefefeeefefefeeefeeeeeeeeee oooorooo e fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaooaoaoaaoaoaoooo ssisisisisisisis s/s/s/s/s/s//s/s/s/s/s/s/s/s/s/s/s/s/sssss/ mmmmmmmmmmmmmust be initiated and key fields completed on Details, /////////
Location and Creators forms. 

5.21 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the CoC unty HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).
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Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
9–10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR        
Tel:   01284 352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 16 June 2010    Reference: / LowStreet-Badingham2010 

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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Specification by: Dr Jesesesesessesesesesssessesssessssesesssssss s s s sss ssss s s ssssssssss s Tipper 

Suffolk County CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCouououououououououououoououououuououuououoouncncncccccccccccccccccccccililililililililililiiliiiiililll 
Archaeologiccccccccccccccccalalalalalalalalaalalalalaaalalaaaaalaaaaal S S S S S S SS SS SS SSSSSererererrerererererererrererrrree viviviviviviviviviviviiviviviivvvv ccccececceccccccccccccccc  Conservation Team 
9–10 Theeeeeeeeeeee CC CCCCCCC C CCC CCC CCCCCChuhuhuhuhhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhuhhuhuhuuhhuhuhuhurcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccccccrcrrrcchyhyhyhyhyhyhyhhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhhhyhyhyhhyhhhhh ard, Shire Hall 
Bury SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSt ttttttttttttttt EdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEEEddmumumumumumumumumuumumuumumumuumumumuuuuuuuum ndndndndnndndnddndndndnddndndndndndnnnnn s
Suuuuuuuuuuuuffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff ololololollolololololololoolooloo kk kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk IPIPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP3333333333333333333333333333333333333333333333  2AR        
TeTeTeTeTeTeeTeTeTeTeTeTeeTeTeeTeTTeTTTeTel:l:l:l:l:l:l:l:l:ll:l:l    0000000000 0000000 0000001284 352197
EmEmEmEmEmEmEmmEmEmEmEmmEmEmEmEmEmEmmmmmmmmmaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaaiaiaaaiail:l:ll:l:ll:l:lll:lll:llll   jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 16 June 2010    Reference: / LowStreet-Badingham2010 

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 progogogogogogogggogogogoggoggoggggggogogogoggooggrarararararararararararararararararaarrrrrrrr mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be cononnnnnnnnnnnnnnononnssisisisisisisisisissisisissiiiiiisiisss dedededededededdedededeeeeeeeeeeeerererererererererererererereereeeerer ddddddd dddddddddd by the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Couuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuncncncncncncncncncncnncnncncnnncncncncncncnnncililllll, ,,,,,,,,,, whwhwhwhwhwhwwhwhwhwhwhwhhwhwhwhwhhhwhwhwhwhhhwwwhho have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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Appendix 2. Context database

CONTEXT FEATURE IDENTIFIER DESCRIPTION

0001 0001 Gully Cut Narrow linear feature, 0.35m wide and 0.2m deep, with vertical 
sloping sides to a concave base, orientated approximately NE-SW. 
No finds

0002 0001 Gully Fill Mid greyish brown sandy clayey silt with occasional small flints and 
stones.

0003 0003 Ditch Cut Ditch, c. 1m wide and visible to 0.35m in depth, orientated NE-SW, 
with medium sloped SE side to a sharp concave base. NW edge of 
feature distrubed by apparent root action, though surviving edge 
appears to be steeper than SE side.

0004 0003 Ditch Fill Mid greyish brown sandy silt with moderate/occasional reddish 
brown sandy silt mottling and with moderate/occasional charcoal 
flecks and intermittent pieces, very occasional small/medium sub-
angular flints. Finds include animal tooth, CBM and 1 small pottery 
fragment.
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Appendix 2. Context database

CONTEXT FEAATUTUTUTUTUTUTUTUTUTTUTTUTUTUTTUTTTTTTTUTTUUUUTTTTT RE IDENTIFIER DESCRIPTION

0001 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 111111111111111 Gully Cut Narrow linear feature, 0.35m wide and 0.2m deep, with verrrrrrrrrrrrrticticticticticticticticticticccticicici al aal alalalal alalal lal alaal 
sloping sides to a concave base, orientated approximatelyelyelylyelyelyelyyelyelyelyelyelyelyelyelyy NENE NE NE NENENE NE NENEE NENNNENENENENE-SW-SW-SWSWSW-SW-SW-SWW-SWSWSWSW-SWSWSWWWSWSWSWSWSWSWWSS . . . ...
No finds

000000000000000000000000000000000000000 222222222222222222 0001 Gully Fill Mid greyish brown sandy clayey silt with occasisisisisisisiasisiisisisisiiiisionaonaonaonanaonanaonaonaonaonaonannnonao l ssssssssssssmalmalmalmalmalmalmalmalmalmalmalmalalmalmalmalmalmalmmalmmammma l fllllllllllllllllllllll lints and 
stones.

00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 3 0003 Ditch Cut Ditch, c. 1m wide and visible to 0.335m 5m 5m5m 5m 5m 5m 5m5m5m 5m5m 5m5mm 5m 5mmm5mm5m 5m inininin inininininininiinininniiii depdepdepdepdepdepdepdepdepdepepepepdedepdepepddepdepdedepdepdepepth,th,th,th,th,th,thth,hthththththtttthhhhhhth  orientated NE-SW, 
with medium sloped SE side to a shararararararaarararararrpp cp cp cp cp cp cp cp cp cp cp cp ccc cp conconconconconconcononconconconconconconconconconnoncoonooo cavea  base. NW edge of 
feature distrubed by apparent root action,on,ononononon,onnon,n,ononnnonnnnnnn  thtt ough surviving edge 
appears to be steeper than SE side.

0004 0003 Ditch Fill Mid greyish brown sandy silt with moderate/occasional reddish 
brown sandy silt mottling and with moderate/occasional charcoal 
flecks and intermittent pieces, very occasional small/medium sub-
angular flints. Finds include animal tooth, CBM and 1 small pottery 
fragment.


