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Summary

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on 1.7ha of arable land off of Mobbs Way, 

Oulton, in advance of development. Trenching showed the natural subsoil and 

archaeological horizon to be well-preserved at depth below colluvial silt/sands. A small 

assemblage of prehistoric material, together with two undated ditches and three 

possible pits indicates a possible phase of prehistoric occupation in the vicinity. A 

medieval or post-medieval ditch and isolated post-medieval small finds indicates that 

the site has probably been open or arable land since the medieval period. 
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the site has probably been open or arable land since the medieval period. 





1. Introduction  

An archaeological evaluation was carried out in advance of development on farmland at 

Mobbs Way, Oulton, Suffolk (Fig. 1).  The evaluation was required by conditions placed 

upon planning applications DC/08/0239/FUL and DC/08/0241/OUT, in order to assess 

the archaeological potential of the site and was carried out to a Brief and Specification 

issued by Dr Jess Tipper (Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service, Conservation 

Team – Appendix 1).  The project was funded by the developer, Persimmon Homes Ltd. 

2. Geology and topography  

The site, which consists of part of an open arable field, lies on the edge of the modern 

extent of Lowestoft in the parish of Oulton at TM 521 940.  The site lies on a south-east 

facing slope at a height of 9.5m-6.5m AOD. This area of relatively high ground lies 

c.3km to the east of the coastline, c.1.2km to the west of Oulton Marsh and overlooks 

Oulton Broad and Lothing River, which lie c.1km to the south.

The site geology is of deep loam overlying glacialfluvial and aeolian drift (Ordnance 

Survey 1983). 

3. Archaeological and historical background 

The condition was placed upon the development as the site was a large area, not 

previously subjected to any systematic archaeological survey. Although no known 

archaeological sites are recorded on the County HER within 800m of the site, this is 

probably due to a lack of fieldwork or other survey in the area as the site’s position, 

overlooking Oulton Broad and Oulton Marshes, is a topographical landscape which 

typically offers high potential for archaeological deposits. 

On the Ordnance Survey 1st, 2nd and 3rd Editions, from 1885, 1905 and 1927 

respectively, the site is shown as open farmland, some 200m to the north of Pond Farm. 

The modern field layout of the site is unchanged, despite the encroachment of urban 

development throughout the 20th century to the edge of the site.
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Figure 1. Site location,with development area (red) and trenches (black) 
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Figure 1. Site location,with development area (red) and trenches (black) 



4.  Methodology 

The twelve trenches (Fig. 2) were marked out by RTK GPS following a layout detailed in 

the project WSI.  They were excavated by a mechanical digger, equipped with a 

ditching bucket, to the top of the subsoil surface or archaeological levels, under the 

supervision of an archaeologist. Measuring 470m in total length and 1.8m wide this 

amounted to 846sqm, or 5% of the 1.7ha area. 

The depth of the trenching varied from 0.6m to 1.1m, largely depending upon the 

thickness of colluvial hillwash deposits that underlaid the modern ploughsoil.  The 

natural subsoil consisted of mixed yellow and orange sands with occasional areas of 

gravel. Trenches and spoilheaps were thoroughly examined for archaeological material 

and surveyed by an experienced metal-detectorist both during the machining and 

subsequent hand-excavation of features.

Archaeological features or deposits were normally clearly visible cutting the natural 

subsoil and were cleaned and excavated by hand as required.  The site was recorded 

using a single context continuous numbering system. Trench and feature positions were 

recorded by RTK GPS. Feature sections and trench profiles were drawn by hand on A3 

gridded permatrace at a scale of 1:20. Site levels were recorded using an RTK GPS. 

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

fieldwork, and are included in the digital and physical archives respectively. Bulk 

environmental samples were taken from two contexts. 

Site data has been input onto an MS Access database and recorded using the County 

HER code OUL 011. Bulk finds were washed, marked and quantified.

An OASIS form has been initiated for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-78914) and a 

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

database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit) upon completion of the project. 

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

Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER Nos. OUL 011. 
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gravel. Trenches and spoilheaps were thoroughly examined for archaeological material 

and surveyed by an experienced metal-detectorist both during the machining and 

subsequent hand-excavation of features.

Archaeological features or deposits were  nononononononononononononononoonnoonononormrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmmrmrmmrmmrmmalalaalalalalalalalaalalalalalalaalaaaaaaa lylylylylylylylyylyllyyylyylylyyylyyl  clearly visible cutting the natural 

subsoil and were cleaned and excavavavvvvvvvvvvvvvvatatattatatatatatatatatataaaaaaa ededededeededededededededededededee  b b bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbyy yyy yy y yy yyyy y yyyyyyyyy hhhhahahhhhhhh nd as required.  The site was recorded 

using a single context continuououuuuuuuuuusss s s s sss s s ssssss sss nununununununununuununnunnuununuuuunumbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbmbbmbbmbbmbbmbbbmbeeereeeeee ing system. Trench and feature positions were 

recorded by RTK GPS. Featureeee sssssssssssssececececececececeeeececeeeceeecece tttttittittions and trench profiles were drawn by hand on A3 

gridded permatrace at a scale of 1:20. Site levels were recorded using an RTK GPS. 

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

fieldwork, and are included in the digital and physical archives respectively. Bulk 

environmental samples were taken from two contexts. 

Site data has been input onto an MS Access database and recorded using the County y

HER code OULLLL 0 000000000 0000000000011111111111111111111111111111111111  . . ... Bulk finds were washed, marked and quantified.

An OOOOOOOOASASASASASASASASASASASSASASASSASASASSASASISISISISISISISISISISISISISSSSSISSSSS f f ffffffffffffffffffffffforororoorororororororororororororororoororm m has been initiated for the project (reference no. suffolkkkc1c1c1c1c1c1c1c1c1c1c1c11c1c1c1c11c1cc -7-7-7-7-7-7-7-7-7-7-7-77-7-77-7-7-777777898989898989898989898989898989898989998888 1141414141414141414141411141414141414144441 ) )) and a

dididdididddiddiddiddidididd gigigiggigigigggigigigigiggiggggggitatatatatatatatatatatatatatataatataaal l l lll cococococococoococococococococococcooopypypppppypyppppyypy of the report will be submitted for inclusion on the Archhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeeeaeaeeaeeaeaeaaaaaaeaeooooololoooololooolooloooo ogogogogoggogogogoggogogogogoggogogoggogogogogogogoggyyy yyyyyyy yyyyyyy DDDDDDDaDDDDD ta Service 

dadadadadadadadadadadaadadadadaadaadaaaatatatatatatatatatatatatatatataatatttattabbbbbbbbabbbbb se (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit) upon cococococoococoocococoooooocoompmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmpmmpmpmmplelelelelelelelleleleelelelel tttitittt on of the project. 

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

Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER Nos. OUL 011. 
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5. Results  

Context 0001 was reserved for unstratified material. One piece of flint was recovered 

from the spoilheap of Trench 02. 

Basic trench descriptions are given in the table below. 

Trench
No

Length Orientation Depth Description Features

01 41m W-E 0.9m 0.45m topsoil over 0.45m of layer 
0002.

-

02 40m N-S 0.9m-1.1m 0.4m topsoil over 0.3m-0.4m of 
layer 0002, then 0.2m of layer 
0005.

-

03 41m N-S 0.6m-0.7m 0.35m topsoil over 0.25m-0.35m 
of layer 0002. 

0003

04 41m W-E 0.6m-1.1m 0.3m topsoil over 0.25m-0.5m of 
layer 0002, then 0.05m-0.25m of 
layer 0005. Layers thicken to east. 

-

05 51m W-E 1.1m 0.45m topsoil over 0.65m of layer 
0002

0006

06 40m W-E 0.7m-0.9m 0.4m topsoil over 0.3m-0.5m of 
layer 0002 which thickens to the 
east.

0013

07 39m N-S 0.65m-0.8m At north end 0.4m topsoil over 
0.25m of layer 0012. 0012 
gradually thins and goes under 
0002. At south end 0.4m topsoil 
over 0.4m of layer 0002. 

-

08 40m W-E 0.6m-0.9m 0.4m topsoil over 0.2m-0.5m of 
layer 0012 which thickens to the 
east.

0010

09 24m N-S 0.6m 0.4m topsoil over 0.2m of layer 
0012.

-

10 39m N-S 0.8m-1.1m 0.4m topsoil over 0.4m-0.7m of 
layer 0002 which thickens to the 
south.

0015

11 50m W-E 0.7m-0.85m 0.4m topsoil over 0.3m-0.45m of 
layer 0002. 

0021

12 24m SW-NE 0.7m-1.05m 0.4m topsoil over 0.3m-0.4m of 
layer 0002 and then, in north-east 
part of trench, up to 0.25m of layer 
0018.

0019

Table 1. Trench list 

Four contexts were issued to the colluvial layers underlying the topsoil. 0002 was the 

predominant deposit, a dense and compact homogenous mid brown silt/sand, up to 
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0002. At south end 0.4m topsoil
over 0.4m of layer 0002. 

-
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0010
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Table 1. Trench list 

Four contexts were issued to the colluvial layers underlying the topsoil. 0002 was the 

predominant deposit, a dense and compact homogenous mid brown silt/sand, up to 



0.7m thick, that was seen underlying the ploughsoil in ten of the trenches. In trenches 

02 and 04 0002 lay above 0005, a deposit of mixed pale yellow/brown sands up to 

0.25m thick. The boundaries between 0002, 0005 and the natural subsoil were diffuse 

and indistinct. 

0012 was a deposit of dense yellow/brown sands and gravel lying beneath the topsoil in 

trenches 08, 09 and the northern part of Trench 07. In the latter trench it gradually 

thinned and sloped down under layer 0002.  Layer 0018 was a deposit of pale 

brown/yellow sands underlying 0002 in Trench 12 which again had diffuse and indistinct 

boundaries with 0002 and the underlying natural subsoil. 

A total of seven possible archaeological features were identified in the trenching. 

0003 was a possible oval pit aligned north to south in Trench 03. Partially removed by 

machine it was heavily disturbed and its shape was unclear although it measured c. 

0.7m wide and c.0.36m deep. Its fill, 0004, had a small deposit of charcoal at the top 

from which material had leached down creating a mid/dark grey/brown silty sand. 

0006 was a possible ditch terminus, aligned north-west to south-east, in Trench 05. 

Measuring 0.78m wide and 0.3m deep it had irregular sides and base suggesting that it 

may be a natural feature or series of irregular pits/hollows. Its basal fill, 0007, was a 

0.1m thick mid grey/orange sand with frequent small stones. Above this was 0008, a 

mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with occasional stones and charcoal flecks from which a 

bulk environmental sample was collected. The final fill, 0009, was a 0.1m thick deposit 

of mid brown sand with occasional stones, very similar to 0002, meaning that the 

features relationship with 0002 could not be determined. 

0010 was a linear ditch or gully, aligned north to south, in Trench 08. It measured 0.7m 

wide and 0.3m deep with moderate sloping sides and a concave base. Its fill, 0011, was 

a dense pale/mid grey/brown sand with occasional flints. The feature was sealed by 

0002.

0013 was a possible oval pit, measuring 1.8m by 1.2m and 0.3m deep, in Trench 06. Its 

irregular moderate sloping sides and concave base suggest that it may be a natural 
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Measuring 0.78m wide and 0.3m ded ep it had irregular sides and base suggesting that it

may be a natural feature or series of irregular pits/hollows. Its basal fill, 0007, was a 

0.1m thick mid grey/orange sand with frequent small stones. Above this was 0008, a 

mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with occasional stones and charcoal flecks from which a 

bulk environmental sample was collected. The final fill, 0009, was a 0.1m thick deposit

of mid brown sand with occasional stones, very similar to 0002, meaning that the 

features relationssssshihihihihhihihihihihhihihihihihihihhihhh pp pppppppp with 0002 could not be determined. 
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0013 was a possible oval pit, measuring 1.8m by 1.2m and 0.3m deep, in Trench 06. Its 

irregular moderate sloping sides and concave base suggest that it may be a natural



disturbance or hollow. Its fill, 0014, a mid brown silt/sand, contained a single prehistoric 

pottery sherd. The feature was sealed by 0002. 

0015 was a linear ditch, aligned north-east to south-west, in Trench 10. Measuring 

1.56m wide and 0.5m deep it had been partially truncated by machining and had 

moderate sloping sides and a concave base. Its basal fill, 0016, was a mid/dark 

grey/brown sand, 0.3m thick, with occasional stones and flecks of charcoal from which a 

bulk environmental sample was collected. Above this was 0017, a 0.25m thick pale grey 

sand with occasional stones, which was very hard to distinguish from the mixed upper 

levels of the natural subsoil and was only seen in section. 

0019 and 0021 appeared to be parts of the same broad ditch. Seen in Trenches 11 and 

12 this feature was aligned east to west and measured c.1.2m wide and up to 0.3m 

deep, having been partially truncated or removed by machining in both trenches. An 

excavated section in Trench 12 showed 0019 to have a fill, 0020, of mixed yellow/brown 

sands which were very hard to distinguish from the base of 0002. The 0021 ditch profile 

was seen in Trench 11, where it had been removed by machine. Its fill, 0022, was a mid 

brown sand with scattered flints. While clear in plan, at this point 0021 measured less 

than 0.1m deep and the section was not recorded. 
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6. Finds and environmental evidence  
Andy Fawcett 

6.1 Introduction  
Finds were collected from two contexts, as shown in the table below. 

Context Pottery Worked flint Spotdate 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g

0001 1 18 Later prehistoric 
0014 1 11 1 6 Bronze to Early Iron Age 
Total 1 11 2 24

Table 2. Finds quantities 

6.2 Pottery 
A single abraded sherd (11g) of flint-tempered pottery (HMF) pottery was recorded in pit 

fill 0014.  The fragment is oxidised and the crushed flint is coarse and ill sorted.  It is 

probably dated between the Bronze and Early Iron Age. 

6.3 Worked flint 
(Identified by Colin Pendleton)

Worked flint has been noted in two contexts amounting to two fragments with a weight 

of 24g.  A full contextual breakdown of the flint types forms part of the site archive.  The 

first piece is an unpatinated irregular flake with limited edge retouch/use wear.  It also 

displays parallel flake scars on the dorsal face and is dated to the later prehistoric 

period.  The second fragment is an unpatinated squat flake with neat edge retouch.

This too has parallel flake scars on the dorsal face and is probably dated to the Neolithic 

or Early Bronze Age. 

6.4 Small finds
The small finds assemblage has all been recovered from unstratified contexts. 

SF1001. Lead and iron mending.

Width 25mm.

This small find is a rivet type shape, with a lead upper oval part with an iron attachment 

on the under side.  The item is considerably worn and was likely to have been used for 

some form of ‘mending’ and it is dated to the post-medieval period. 
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SF1002. Lead ?token/waste.

Width 23mm 

This piece of lead is sub-rounded and worn.  It may be the remnants of a token or 

equally it could simply represent a piece of waste metal.  It is likely to be dated to the 

post-medieval period. 

SF1003. Copper token.

Width 17mm 

This is a very worn trader token that has two segments broken off and missing.  It bears 

the date 1664, but due to the condition of the token no other information on either 

obverse or reverse is legible.  This sort of token was in use from between 1648 to1670 

and would have been minted under license by a tradesperson.  The token is likely to 

have displayed a monogram, such as a woolpack to indicate the type of business, as 

well as the name of the tradesperson (http://www.predecimal.com/p9tokens).

6.5. Environmental evidence 
Val Fryer

Introduction and method statement 

Samples for the evaluation of the content and preservation of the plant macrofossil 

assemblages were taken from fills within two ditches, 0006 and 0016, and were 

submitted for assessment. 

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

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

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

below in Table 3. Nomenclature within the table follows Stace (1997). All plant remains 

were charred. Modern fibrous roots, fungal sclerotia and seeds were present within both 

assemblages.

Results

The assemblages were both extremely small (<0.1 litres in volume), and although 

charcoal/charred wood fragments were relatively abundant, other remains were very 

scarce. Sample 1 contained a small legume (Fabaceae) cotyledon fragment, a possible 
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piece of hazel (Corylus avellana) nutshell and part of what appeared to be an oak 

(Quercus sp.) cupule. Sample 2 contained an indeterminate fragment of fruit stone or 

nutshell. Other remains included pieces of charred root or stem, fish bones, fragments 

of coal (probably intrusive within the contexts) and black porous and tarry concretions, 

the latter almost certainly being residues of the combustion of organic remains at very 

high temperatures. 

Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

In summary, the material within both assemblages is abraded and fragmented, possibly 

indicating that it was either exposed for a prolonged period prior to deposition or 

subsequently disturbed. Both assemblages may possibly be derived from small deposits 

of hearth or midden waste, but as plant remains are so scarce, further interpretation is 

not possible at this stage. 

Although the current assemblages are somewhat limited, they both clearly illustrate that 

plant macrofossils are present within the archaeological horizon at Oulton. Therefore, if 

further interventions are planned within this area, it is strongly recommended that 

additional plant macrofossil samples of approximately 30 – 50 litres in volume are taken 

from all well-sealed and dated features recorded during excavation. 

Sample No. 1 2
Context No. 0008 0016
Feature No. 0006 0015
Fabaceae indet. x
Corylus avellana L. xcf 
Quercus sp. (cupule frag.) xcf
Charcoal <2mm xxxx xxxx
Charcoal >2mm x x
Charred root/stem xx
Indet.fruit stone/nutshell frag. x 
Black porous ‘cokey’ material x xx
Black tarry material x x 
Fish bone x
Small coal frags. xx xx
Vitrified material x
Sample volume (litres) 25 30
Volume of flot (litres) <0.1 <0.1
% flot sorted 100% 100% 

Table 1. Charred plant macrofossils and other remains 

Key to Table: x = 1 = 10 specimens, xx = 11 – 50 specimens, xxxx = 100+ specimens, 
cf = compare 
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6.5 Conclusion 
Although this is only a very small collection of finds, both types offer a fairly consistent 

picture in terms of dating and contribute new knowledge to the existing prehistoric 

landscape that has already been recorded.  Most of the prehistoric entries on the HER 

are located about 3km to the north-east of the current site.  The nearest find spot to 

Mobbs Way is Pound Farm Lane (LWT 015), a kilometre in the same direction, where 

Neolithic scrapers, blades, hammer stones and an arrowhead were noted. 
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7.  Discussion

The evaluation has shown that the site, which lies midway down a south-east facing 

slope, has a fairly consistent soil profile of a thick modern ploughsoil overlying largely 

uniform colluvial deposits. The natural subsoil surface lies well-preserved at a depth of 

at least 0.6m and there was little or no indication of any modern disturbance below the 

level of the topsoil. 

A total of seven features were identified and, although three (0003, 0006 and 0013) are 

not certain to be man-made and may simply be areas of natural disturbance, they 

indicate some past activity on the site. 

0010 and 0015 are small ditches of uncertain date although, as they underlie the 

colluvial deposits, they may be relatively early, possibly indicating some former land 

division in the pre-medieval period. Together with the possible pits, the small finds 

scatter and the environmental evidence this suggests a possible phase of low level 

prehistoric activity in the vicinity. 

Ditch 0019/0021, whilst not matching any boundary on the 1st to 3rd Edition Ordnance 

Surveys, is closely aligned with the tree lined boundary that divides the fields to the east 

(Fig. 10). This suggests that it may be a continuation of that boundary, medieval or post-

medieval in date, which had been infilled and lost prior to 1884. The current edge of the 

field, c.15m to the south, is an arbitrary modern creation marking the extent of the 

adjacent housing estate. The small finds are also of post-medieval date and have 

probably arrived onsite via casual loss or manuring practices.

8.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

The evaluation has identified slight evidence of prehistoric occupation sealed under 

significant colluvial deposits and a subsequent phase of post-medieval agricultural 

activity. The site has only low potential for archaeological deposits and, as they are 

sealed at depth, the proposed development will have little or no effect upon any such 

evidence. Accordingly no further archaeological work is thought necessary prior to or 

during the development to mitigate its impact upon the archaeological resource.
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(Fig. 10). This suggests that it may be a continuation of that boundary, medieval or post-

medieval in date, which had been infilled and lost prior to 1884. The current edge of the 

field, c.15m to the south, is an arbitrary modern creation marking the extent of the 

adjacent housing estate. The small finds are also of post-medieval date and have 
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activity. The site has only low potential for archaeological deposits and, as they are 

sealed at depth, the proposed development will have little or no effect upon any such

evidence. Accordingly no further archaeological work is thought necessary prior to or 

during the development to mitigate its impact upon the archaeological resource.
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9.  Archive deposition 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds 

Digital archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds T:arc\archive field proj\Oulton\OUL 011 

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds. 

10.  List of contributors and acknowledgements 

The project was directed and managed by John Craven. 

The evaluation fieldwork was carried out by a number of archaeological staff (Robert 

Brooks, John Craven, Mike Feider, John Sims and Alan Smith) all from Suffolk County 

Council Archaeological Service, Field Team. 

The post-excavation was managed by Richenda Goffin. The production of digital site 

plans and sections was carried out by Eleanor Hillen and managed by Crane Begg. 

Processing of environmental samples was carried out by Anna West. The specialist 

finds report was written by Andy Fawcett and Val Fryer (freelance).  Other specialist 

identification and advice was provided by Colin Pendleton. The report was checked by 

Richenda Goffin.
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Disclaimer
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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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The Archaeological Service 
 _________________________________________________ 

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

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Evaluation 

LAND OFF MOBBS WAY, MOBBS WAY, OULTON, SUFFOLK (DC/08/0239/FUL) 

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 has been granted by Waveney District Council (DC/08/0239/OUT) for 
office development on Land off Mobbs Way, Oulton (TM 521 940). 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 (0.39 ha. in area), currently used as paddock, is located on the west side of Mobbs 
Way at c.5–10.00m OD. The soils are deep loam derived from the underlying glaciofluvial and 
aeolian drift. 

1.4 This application affects a large area that has not been subject to systematic archaeological 
survey and we have no specific information relating to it. There is a strong possibility that 
archaeological deposits will be encountered given the landscape setting of the site, 
overlooking Lothing River to the south and Oulton Marshes to the west. Development causing 
significant ground disturbance has 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 
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 

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

1.3 The site (0.39 ha. in area), currently used as ppppppppppppppppadadadadadadadadaddaddddaddaddadadaaa dododododododdoddodoododododododoodddddd ckckckckckckckckckckckckkckckkkkkkkckkckkckckc , ,,,, ,, , , isisisi  located on the west side of Mobbs 
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significant ground disturbancee hhhhhas 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. 
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1.11.1.1.1.1.1.111.111111.1 99 99999999 In accordance with the condition on the planning consent, and follooooowiwiwiwiwiwiwwwiwwwwwwiwiwiwiiiw nngngnnnnnnn  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 
agents or archaeological contractors.  This must be submitted for scrutiny by the Conservation
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Churchyard, Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443. The WSI 
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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 
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. 

will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether theee 
requirementsts o ooooooooooooooooof fff fffffffff the planning condition will be adequately met. The WSI should be commpipipip leleeeleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed dd d d d dd dddddddd ddd
with a knoooooowlwlwlwwwlwwlwwlwlwwwlwwwwlwlwwwww ededededededededededeeedeeedeededeeddgegegegeggegegegegeegeeegeeeeggeegegegegegee t  he Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology Occacaasissisisisisisisisisississ ononoononononononononononoonooono alaaalalalalalallllla    
Paper 3,3,3,3,3,3333,3,3,3,33,33333,3  1 1 1 1 11 1 1 11 1111199999999999999999999999999999999999 77,7,7,7,7,7,7,7,77,77,7,77,7777  ' ReR search and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern CoCounununununnnunununnunnunnntitititititititititititiittittttt eseseeeseseeeseeeeeeeeeees,, , , ,, ,, , 1.1.1.1.1.111.1.1.111111. 
resososoooooooooooouuruurururururururururruururururuuruuu cececececececececec  a a a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss esesessment'; Occasional Paper 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeology: AAAAAAAAAAAA F F F F FFFF F F F FF FFFFFFFFF F rrrrararaarrrrrr mememememememememememememememememememeeememeeewowwowowowowowwowowowowwowowowowwww rkr  
fofooofofoooooooorr rr r r rrrrrrr rr r thththththththtthhtthtthtt e ee eeeeee ee eeeeeeeeee EaEaEaEEaEEaEEaEEEEEEEEastern Counties, 2. research agenda and strategy'; and Reeeviviiviiiiiiiseseseseseseseseseseseseseesesesesssesseseeedddddd d dddddddddddd ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRReRRReRR sesessearch 
FrFrFrFrFrFrFrFrFrFFrFFFFFFFFF amaamamammmammamamamammammammmameweweweweweweweweeeeeweweeee oro k for the Eastern Region, 2008, available online at http://www.eaaaaaaaarerererererereeer popopopopopopopopopppp rtrtrts.s.s.sss.ss.s.ssssssss ororoororororooorrooro g.uk/).

1.11.1.1.11.1.111.1.1.1.111.111 1010101010101010101010010110100 F FFFFFFFFFFFFoooloo lowing receipt of the WSI, SCCAS/CT will advise the Local Plannnininninninininiininininininnin ngngngngngnggngngngnggngngngngngngnngg AAA A A A AA AAAAAAAAAAAututututututtutututututututututututuututhohohohohohohohohohohohohohhohohohhhorirririrityt  (LPA) if it is
an acceptable scheme of work. Work must not commence until theheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee L L L L L L L L L LLLLLLPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAAAAPPP  h hhas approved the
WSI. Neither this specification nor the WSI is, however, a sufficient baaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassisisissisisisisiisisiiss s ssss 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 constrainttsss ss s sssssssss onoonononoononononooonooonoo ff f f f fffffffffffieiieiieiieiiieield-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument
status, Listed Building status, public utilitiesesessssssessssssssssssss o o o o o o oooo o oo o o oo oorrrrr rrrrr otototototottototototototototottotototo heheheheheheheheheheheheheehehehehhhhh r rrrr services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considededeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeederararararararararararrrarrr tititititititittitiononononononononnononononononnonoonnonnnnns s s sssss s ssss s sssssss rererrrerrerrrr sts with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. The existennnnencececeececececeecececeececececcce a a aa aaa a aaaaaandndndndndndndndndndddndndddddddd c c c c c c c cc ccooonooo tent of the archaeological brief does not
over-ride such constraints or imply yyy thhatatatatattatataattatatataatattt t t tt tt tttttttttthehhehehehehehhhheheh t tt ttttt ttttttttttararararararararararararaararaararaara ggeg t area is freely available. 

1.13 Any changes to the specificcccccccccatatatatatattattatatatatatattataaa ioioioioioooioiooioioiooioioonsnsnnsnnnnsnnnssss t tt t tttttttttttttttthahahahahahahahahahahahahhhahahahahhhhhah tt ttt the project archaeologist may wish to make after 
approval by this office shouuuuuuuuuuuuuuuldldlddldldlddldldldldldddldldldll  bb b bb b bbb b bb bbbbbbbe e e eeeeee ee eeeee ee e ccccccoccccccc mmunicated 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 theeee l  ikely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of maskikingngngngngnnnnnnnnnnng 
colluvial/alluuuuvivivivivivivivivviviviviivivvvvvvvvv alaaaaaalaaaaaaaaaaalaaa  deposits. 

2.4 Establbllllllllllisisisisisisisisissisisssssshhhh h h h hhhhhhhhhhh ththhhhhhhhhhhhhheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee e popppopopppoppoppppppoppp tential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.5 PrPrPrPrPrPrPrPPrPrPrPrPrPrPPrPPrPrrPrrPP ovovovovovovovovovovovovovovoovvo ididdddididididididididididididdddddddi e eeeee eeeeeeeeee eeeee sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservationnnn ss sss sssssssssssssssstrrrrrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrttrtrrratatatatatatatatatatataataaaaaaaaaa egegegegegegegeggegegegeggegeggegeegegeee y,y,yy,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,yyyyyyyyyy   ddealing 
wiwiwiwwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwwwiwww thththththththththththththththhthhhthhhhhh p   p  pppreservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working praactctctctctcttcttttttctctttticiccciccciciciciiciiccicicicccesesesesesesesesseseesessse , , ,, titititiiitiitiitititititititittitimememememememememememememmemememmmmmmmmmm tatatt bles and 
orororororororororoororoorrorooo dedddddededddeddeddd rs of cost. 

22.2.2.22.2.222.2.22222.2222 6 6 666666 6 66666666666 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistenennttt ttt wiwiwiwiwwwiwiwwwiwwiwwwwwiththththththththhthththhthththtttth EEnglish Heritage's
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages wiwwwwiwwwwwwww ll 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 
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. 
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Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document 
covers only the evaluation stage. 

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

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

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is c.195.00m2. These shall be 
positioned to sample all parts of the site where significant ground disturbance is proposed). 
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances can be 
demonstrated; this will result in c.108.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. 

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 
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 

Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; this documennt t
covers only y thhhhhhhhhhe e ee e e eeeee e eee eeee evee aluation stage.

2.7 The deeeeeeeeeeeeeeevevevevevevevevevevevvevevevevevvvveelolollolololololollloololololoolopepepepepepepeeepepepeeepeeepepeer r rrrr r r r rrr rr ooororoooororooooo  hhis archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five woworkrkkrkkkkkkkkkkr inininnninininniniiniinnnininnnngggg g ggg g g ggggggggg dadadadadadadadadadadadaaaaaaad ysysysysysysysysysysysysyysyssyssy  
notititicececececececececeeeeecececeeceececcc  o o oooooo o ooof f f f f f f f f ffff f ththtthththththththhthththththththhhththt eeee eeee eeeeeeeeee cocc mmencement of ground works on the site, in order that the e wowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowwowwwwowww rkrkrkkkkkk o o o o oooooooooooooooooo ooof f f ff f f ffffffffff ff ttttththhtttttttttt e
ararrararrrarrrrrarrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchccchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeeeeeeeololololololololololoolooololooloo ogogogoggogogogogoo ici al contractor may be monitored.

2....8 88888 88 88 88888 8 8888 IfIfIfIfIfIfIffIfffIfIfIfIffIfIfIfffIfIf t t t tt t t ttt t t ttt hehehehehehehehehehehehehehe approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirrettetettetetetetetetetetetetetttty y yy yyy y yy yy y y yyyy (p(p(p(p(p(pp(p(p((p(p(p(p(p(p(parararararrararararrararaarartititittittititittittittitttt cucuccucuccucuccccucccccccc lllllalalalarly in the 
iiiiininininiinnnstance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may y y bebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebeeb rrr r rr rrrrrrrrrejejejejejejejejeejejejjeejjjejjeeecececececececececeecececececececeee tetetetetetetetetetetetteteteteteetet ddd.ddd  Alternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untntntntnttntntnttntntnttntntntnteseeseseseseseseseseseeseseseeeeee teteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteettett dd dddd ddddddddddddddddd areas included on
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy.

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is c.195.00m2. These shall be 
positioned to sample all parts of the site where significant ground disturbance is proposed). 
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances can be 
demonstrated; this will result in c.108.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. 

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching buuuuubuuuuuuckckckckckckckckckckckckcckckckcckckcccc et’ 1.80m wide must be used. A scale 
plan showing the proposed locations of the trial ttttttttttttttrererererererereererererererrereencncncncnnncncncncnnncnnnnn heheheheheheheheheheheeeheheheeheees ss should be included in the WSI and
the detailed trench design must be approved bbbbbbbbbbbbbby y y yyyyyyyyyy yyy y yy yy yy yyy SCSSSSCSCSCSCSSCSCSCSSCSCSCSCSSCSCS CACACACACACACACACAACACACACACACACAACACAAAACAS/S/S/SSS/S/S/S/S/S/SSSSSS CTC  before field work begins. 

3.3  The topsoil may be mechanically removovovovovovvvvvvovvovvvedededededededededededededededededede u u uuuuusissisisisisisissisisisssssisisssingngngngngngngngngngnngngnn  an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
arm and fitted with a toothless bucketttettttttttttt, , ,,, ,, ,,, dodododddododododododdodododddd wnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnwnnwnwnwnww  t t t ttt tt tttttttttooo ooooo the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil
or other visible archaeological sususususususususuusuususuuususus rfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfffr aaacacacaaaaaacaacacacacee.ee.e.e.e..e.ee.ee.e.eeeeee       AAAAAAAAAAAAAlAAAAAAA l machine excavation is to be under the direct 
control and supervision ofofoffffffff a aaaaaa a aa aa aaannnnn n nnnnnnnnn araraararararararrarrararararararararararrrrchchchchcchchchchchhchchchchcccccc aeologist. 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 feaeaeaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatututututututututututututtututututututuuut rerr s, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 

For diiscscscscscscsccscscscscscscsscccccccs rerererereerererrereerereeerereteteteeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ff f fff f ff f fffff ff ffeeeaeaeaeeaeeaeeaeeeeeeaeee tures, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instststttttttttttttanananananananananannnnnananannncecececccececececcess ssss s s sss sssssss  
100000000%0%0%0%00%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%%%% m mm m m mmmmmmmmmmayayayayayayayyayayayayayayayayayayayayaaaayyyayy bbbbbbbb bbbb bbe requested). 

3.6 666666 66 ThThThThThThThThThThThThhhThhhhhherererereeereerrererereeeerererereeeee eee e eeeeeee must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period,d,,,,,,,,,,,, dddd ddddd dddd dddddepepepepepepepepepeepepeppe thththththththththththththththhh a a aa a a aaa aaa a aaaa aaaaannndndndndndnndndndndnnndndnnndnnnn  nature of 
anananananananananananaanaannaaa y yyy archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or otherr mmmmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmasaasasasaasasasaasasaaasassasa kikikkikikiiiikiiikikiikingngngngngngngngngngngnggngngngngngnngngngn ddd ddddddddeposits must 
bbbeb  established across the site.

333.3333333.333 7 77 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled fffororoooooooooro  palaeoenvironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling 
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
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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. 

micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on theee 
appropriatenneseesesesesesessssssesssesssse sss s sssssssss of the proposed strategies will be sought from Dr Helen Chappell, Engngggliliiiiishsshshshshshshshsssshshshshshssshshshhs    
Heritage RRRRRRRRRRRRRegegegegegegegegegegegegegeegegegegegeegeeeggioiioioioioioioioioioioioooiionanananannanaaaaanaaaaaaannaaanaananaal l ll Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to saampmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmpmpliliililililiililililllilll ngngngngngnngngnngngngngngngg 
archaeeeeeeeololololololoolololololololoolooooo ogogogogogogogogogogggogooggogoggo iciicicicicicicicicccccalalalalalalalalalalaalaaalaalaalal d d dd dddddd dddd d ddddepe osits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide toto ssssssssssssssssamamamamamamamamamammamamamammmmamamaaa plplplplplplplplplplplpllplplllp inininininininnininininininniniiinggggggggggggg gggg
archchchhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaa oloolllololololoolologogoggogogogoggogogogogogooogogogogogoggogggicicicicicicicciciiiciccicciciciccccicccci alalalaaalaa  deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCACACACACACACAACACACACACACCCCCACCCCAS.S.S.S.S.S.SS.S.S.S.SSS.SSS   

3.8 AnAnAAAnAnAnAnAnAAnAAAAAAAAA y y y y y y y yyyyy y yyy y yy nannnananananananaannanananannann ttttututtuttttuttuturar l subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examinededededddddddddddd f ff f f f f ffff f orororoororororororororrrororoooo aaa a aaaa a aarcrcrccccrcccrccrcrcrcrccccrcccrcrchahahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahh eeoe logical
dededededededdeedededededededddededdddd popopopopopopopopopopopopopopossiss ts and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological featattttttttturururururururuururururururuuruuruuu esesesesesesesesesesesseseseseseses r r revevevevevevevevevveveveveevevvevveaeaeaeeaeaeeaeeaeeeaeeeeeee llllleleleed may be f
nennenenneecessary in order to gauge their date and character.

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3333.333.33 99 99999999999999999 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavaaaaatititititititititiiititititititititit ooooonononoooooo  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 are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sectionsnsnssnsssnsnssnsnsnssnssssnssssss s s s s s s  s   s hould be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All llllevevevevevevevevvevevevevevveevevveeeeleleleeleeleelelllle s s sss shsshsshsssssssssssssss ould relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCACAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAS/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/SSSS/SS//CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCT. . ..... ..

3.13 A photographic record of the work is to bbbbbbbbbbbbbbeeeeeeeeeeeeeee m m m m mmmmmmmmm adadadadadadadadadadddadadddadaddaadeee,e,e,e,eeeeeeee c ccconsisting of both monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies and/or higigggggggggggggggggh hhhhh h hh hhhhh rerererererererererererererrerreeesosososososososososooooolululululululululuuluulululuuluul titititititititiititiititititttitioono  digital images. 

3.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeolololoolooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoggooogicicicciciciciciccciiccccallalalalallalalallalaaaaa  d ddddd d dd d dd dd ddddddddddeeeepepeeeepeeeeeeeee osit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavv ttttitititittttitionononononononnonononononononnononoons.s.ss.s.sss.s.sss.sssssssss  

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 composititittttioiioii n of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by tthihihhihihihihihhihihis ss
office, includududdddddddddddininininininininniinininnininininininiinini ggg ggggggggggg any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likeeelylylylylylylyylylylyylylylyllylyyy tt t ttt t t t ttttt ttoooo ooooooooo
have aa mm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmajajaajajajajajaajajjajajajajaajjjororororoororororooorooroorrr rrr r r rrr rrr rrrrrrrrrrreseseseesessesesesesseseesesesessponsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation thherererererrrrrrrrreeeeeeee eeee eee eeeeee mumumummumumumumumumumumumumummummuuuuuumuuustststststststststststststsstststttt 
also bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe eee ee e e ee eeeeeeee aaaa aaaaa stststststsststststststststststssssss atatataatatataaatataatataaataa eement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work k kkkk kkkkkkkkk ononononoonononononononoooonoooo  o o o o o o ooooooooooooththththththththththtttththththththheereeeeereeeeeee  
ararrchchchchhchchchchchchchchchchchcchhchhchaeaaeaeaeaaaeaeaaeaeeaaaaeaaaeaa oloolololololollololololoologogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogooooogggogiciciciciciiiiiiicical sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, in particulaaaar,r,r,rr,r,r,rrr,r,r,rrrrrrr  m m m mmm m mmm mmm mmmm mmususususususussussusususussusususustttt ttttttttt t t tttt hahhhhhhahhhhhave 
rererererererererereerererererererrr leleleleleleleeleleleleleelelelellll vavavavavavavaaavavavavavavavavaaaaaaaavavav ntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntnntnntnt experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic seqeqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqeeqeqqueueueueueueueueeueueueueueuueueeeueeeencncncncncncncncncncncncncnncnccccccesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesssesssesese .....

4.44.4.444.4.4.444.4.4.44.44.44.44 3333 3 3 33333333333 3 33 IItItItItItItItIttItIttIIttItt i iiiis the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adddddddddddddddddddddeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeeqeqeqeeeqqeqeqee uauauauauauauauauauauuaaaateteteteteteteteteteteeteteteteteteteteteteettee rr r rr esee ources are 
ava ailable to fulfill the Brief. 

444.4444444.444 4 44 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 repository 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 repository 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 
statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 

4.6  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ f Standard and Guidance for archaeological fielddld 
evaluation ((reeereeeeeeeeeeeeeeevivivivvivivivivivvvvivivivvvvvisess d 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution offf ttttttthehhehehehehehehehhhhehehehehehehhheheheeh      
project and ddddd dddd dd dd ddd d ininininnnininininininininininin ddd dd d ddddddrarararrraraaaaaraaaaaaarraaaraararaawiwwwwwwwww ng up the report. 

5. RRRRRRRRRRRRRepeepepepepepepepepepeepepepeepepeppororororororororororoorrrrt t t t t ttt t tttt tt t t ttttt ReReReReReReReRRRReReReRRRRReRR qquq irements 

5....5 1 11111 1 11 111 111 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAAAnnAnAAAAnAA aaaa aaaaaaa aarrrrrrchive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with ttheeheheeheheheheeeeheheeheeee p p p p p p p ppp pp p p pppprirririririririrrrirrirrrincncncncncncncncncncncncccccippipipipipipippipipipipipipipippipleleleleleleleleleleleleeeelelel s sss of English 
HHHHHHeHeHeHeHHHHH ritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particcicccccululululuuuuuuuuuuuuuu arararararararararaararraraarararrrlylylylylylylylylyylylyylyl  AA A A A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppeneeee dix 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 aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaan n n nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn aasasasaaaaasaasa seseseseseseseseseseseseseseesesesesees ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss memmmm nt of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironmememememememememememmememmmmemmmm ntntnttttttttnttalalalalalalalaalalaalalalalalalaalaaaaa  rrrr rrr rrr rrrrrrrrrrremeeeeemeemeeeemeeeeeee ains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include aaaaaa c c cccc cccccccccleleleleeleleleleleleleeeeleeearararararrrrrrrrrr sss s s ss s ssss ss s s sttttttttatatatatataaattement of the archaeological potential of the 
site, and the significance of that ppotenenennnnennnnnnnnnntittttititittittititttttttt aalaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ii iiiiin nn nnn nnnn nnnnnnn thththththththththhhhththththhttthe e context of the Regional Research Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occacaacaaaaaaaaaaasisisiisisisisisisisisisisissisisisiononononononononononononononnnoo alalalalalllll P PP P P P P PPPPP PPPPPPapapapapapapapapappapapapaaaaa eeeeere s 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 The results of the surveys shohohohohohohohohohohoohohoooohoohouuuuulululuuld d d d ddd d d dd dd dddddd bebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebeeebb  related to the relevant known archaeological information 
held in the County Historic Enviviiiiiiviiv rororororororoorororororororoororronnment 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 mumumumumummm st be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposititiononooonooooooooooo  
of the full sisisisiiiiiiiiiteteteteteteteteeteteteteteetetetetettetee   a a  rchive, and transfer of title, with the intended archive repository beforeeeeeeeeeee ttttt ttttttt ttttttthhhhehehehehehehhhhehehehehhehh  
fieldworork k k k k cocococococococococoococococooooooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeee ces.  If this is not achievable for all or parts of the finds archchivivviviivvvvvvvvvvvveeee e ee eeeeee eeeeee tththththtththththtthtthtttthttt eneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeeeenn 
provissssssioioioioioioioioioioioioioooooiiion n nnnnnnnnnnn nnnnnnnn mumumumumumumumumumumumumumumummummmumum stststsststssstssttsststssstss  be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration,n,n,n,,n,n,,n,,,,, ssssss s s sssssssssssscccicicicciccic enenenenenenenenenenenennennneneeee ttitititititititittittitifififfiffiififfififififiiif cc 
anannnnnnalalalalaalalalalalalalalaalaallalaa ysysysysyyyysysysysyssysyyyyyyyyyy isissisisssissssisis)) )) ) ) ) ) ) ) )) ))))))))) )) asasasasasasasasasaasasaasaasaasaaas appropriate. 

5.12122222122222222222222 T T TT  T T TTT TTTTheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeeeee p  p  pproject manager should consult the intended archive repository bebeeebebebebebebeeebebebebeeeeebeebb fofofofofofofofofofofofofofffforerererererererrrererererree t t tt ttttttttttt tttt ttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheeehee  archive is
prprprprprprprprprpprprprrprppp eeeepee ared regarding the specific requirements for the archive depop sisisisiiiisisisisssisitititiititittttitititititiitttitititititionononononononononononononononnonononooo  a aaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaandndndndnddddndndndndndndnndndndndndndndndd curation, and 
reregarding any specific cost implications of deposition. 

555.5555555.555 113 If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project t mmmmmmammmm nager 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
statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 
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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).

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 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. 

5.19 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). 

5.14 The WSI shohoululuuulululululululululuuuuluuulu dd ddd dddddddd state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this proroojejejejeeeeeeeeeeeeeeej ctctctcctctctctcccctctcctctccctctcttc      
with the AAArcrcrcrcrcrcrccrccrcccrcrcccrccrcccchahahahahhahahahahaahahaahahahaahhaahaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooooooooooooolololooollollololllolllollology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incuurrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrededededededededededededededededededd ttttt t t ttttto o oo ooooo ooo 
ensureeeeeee tt ttttt t t tt t tttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehhheheheheheheeh  pp p p ppp pppppprororooorororororororororororoororr pepepepepepepepepepeppppepppppp r deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).

5.15 WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWheheheheheheheheheheheheehehheeheherererererer  p pp p p p p ppppppp p p pp posososossososososoo iitive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluatioooon n nnn nnnn ororororororororoorororoorororororoorro eee ee eee excxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxccxcxcxcxcxxcxccxx avavaaaaavavaaaaaaaaa ataa ion) 
a aa aa a a aaaaaaaaaaaaa sussusuuuuuuuuuusuuuuuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ara y report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the aaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn uauuauauauauauauauauauauauuuuuuuu lll l lllllll ‘A‘A‘AAA‘AAA‘AAAAAA‘AAAAAAAAAAArcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrr hhhhahhhhhh eology 
inininininininninnnninininnninnnninin SS S SS SSSSSSSSSSSSuuuuuufuuuuu folk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for AAAAAAAAAAAAAArcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrrrrr hahahahahahahahhahahahahahahahahaahaeoeoeoeooooooooooooooololololololoololololololoololololoool gygygyggygygyygg , must be
prpprprpprrepared. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to o SCCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCCCACCCACACACACACACACACACAACCACCACACACAACAS/S/S/SS/S/S/S//S/S/S/S/SS/S/S/S/S/S/SSS CTCTCTCTCTCCTCTCTCTCTCTCCCCTCTCTCTCC , by the end of 
the calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whicheveeeeeeeeeeeeerr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr r isisisisisisssisissssis t t tttttttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheh  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 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. 

5.19 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which must
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integrgrrrrgrrrrrratatatatatatatatatatatataatatataatataaaa ioii n in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into a format tttthahahahahahaahahahhahaahahahahahahatttt t tt t tttttttt cacacacaaaaaaaaaaaaan nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxfxfxfxfxfffffxffffffxffxfxfxfxfxf) ) ) )))))))) )) ) ))))) )))) orororororororoorororoooooooo  a a a a a a aaaaaaalrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrrlrlrlrlrlrlrrlrreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeeaeaeeeeaae ddddyddd  transferred to .TAB files.

5.20 At the start of work (immediately befffefffororororororororororrorororororooo e e e ee eeee ee eeeeeee fiffifififififffifieleleeleleleleleeleleleeeeeleleeeeldwdwdwdwdwdwdwdwdwdddwdwdwddwd oro k commences) an OASIS online record
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ mmmmmmmmmmmmmususususususususususususususususuustttt tt tttttt bbbebebebebebebebebebebebebebebeebee i iii i iiiii nin tiated and key fields completed on Details, /
Location and Creators forms. 

5.21 All parts of the OASIS onlineeee fffffffffffff f ff fff fff oooooororoooororoororooo m mm mm m mmm mmmmmmmmm mmm mummmmumummmmmummmummmmmmm st be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdpdpdpdpdpdddpddpddpdpdpdddddp f fffffff ffffffffff 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 
Environment and Transport Service Delivery 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR        
Tel:   01284 352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 6 May 2010     Reference: / DC/08/0239/FUL_Oulton2010 

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

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

Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 

Suffolk County Couuouououuuuuuuuuuuuuuncncncncncncncncncncncncncnncncncncnccnnciliiilililililiil 
Archaeologicalll SS S SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSerererererererererererrereerreree vivvvivivivvvv cecceeecececececececececcececececcc  C CC CC CC CC CCCCCCCC CCCCCCC ono servation Team 
Environmennnnntt t tt t ttt t t t ttt t ananananaanaaananananaanaaaaa d d d dd d d d d d d d TTrTTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTTTrrTTTTT aaaaananaaanaanaanaaaaaaaaaaa spss ort Service Delivery 
9-10 TTheheeeee CCCC CCCCCC C CCCCCCCChhuhuhuhuhuhhuhuhuhuhuhhhhhurcrccrcrcccccccccccccccccchyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhyhhyhyhyhyhyhhyaaaaaaraaard, Shire Hall 
Buryyryyyyyyy S S SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSt t tttt t t t t tttt EdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEdEEdEEEEEEEEE mumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumumm ndndndndnddndndndndnndnnddnds s
SuSuuuuSuuuuuuuuuuuuuuffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffololololololoolololollooooo k kk kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk IPIPIPIPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPP333333333333333333333333333333333 2222222 2222 2AR        
TeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTTeTeTeTeTTeTeTTTeTellll:l:llll:l:l:l:     0 0000000 0000011121 84 352197
EmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmEmmEmEmmmmmmmaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaiaaiaaaaia ll:l:l:l:lll:lllllll   jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 6 May 2010     Reference: / DC/08/0239/FUL_Oulton2010

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 proggrarararararararaarararaaraaaarammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be connnnsisisisisisisisisisssissisidedededededededededededededededededededdeeeerererererererererererererereeeeedd d dddd dd d d d d d dddddddddddddd bbybbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb  the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Councccnccccccilililillililililililiilill, ,, , ,, , , ,,,, , whwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwwhwhwhwhho oooo ooooo o oooooooooo hahahhhhhhhhahhhhh ve the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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DC/08/0241/OUT Brief and specificaattion



The Archaeological Service 
 _________________________________________________ 

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

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Evaluation 

LAND OFF MOBBS WAY, MOBBS WAY, OULTON, SUFFOLK (DC/08/0241/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 Waveney District Council 
(DC/08/0241/OUT) for office development on Land off Mobbs Way, Oulton (TM 521 940). 
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 (1.68 ha. in area), currently used as paddock, is located on the west side of Mobbs 
Way at c.5–10.00m OD. The soils are deep loam derived from the underlying glaciofluvial and 
aeolian drift. 

1.4 This application affects a large area that has not been subject to systematic archaeological 
survey and we have no specific information relating to it. There is a strong possibility that 
archaeological deposits will be encountered given the landscape setting of the site, 
overlooking Lothing River to the south and Oulton Marshes to the west. Development causing 
significant ground disturbance has 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 
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 

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

BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrriiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeff and Specification for Archaeological Evaluuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaattttttttttttttttttttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiooooooooooooooooooonnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 

LALALALALALALALALALALALALLALALLALALALAL NDNDNDNDNDNNNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNDNNDNNN  OOOOFF MOBBS WAY, MOBBS WAY, OULTON, SUFFOLLLLK K KK KKK K KKKKK KKKK KKK KK (D(D(D(D(D(D(D(D(D(D(D(D(DD(D(D(D(D(D(D( C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/C/CCCCC 080808080808080808080800000008000 /0// 241/OUT) 

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Saffffffffffffffffeetee y responsibilities. t

1. The nature of the development and archaeological requirements

1.1 Outline planning permission has been granted by Waveney District Council
(DC/08/0241/OUT) for office development on Land off Mobbs Way, Oulton (TM 521 940). 
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 (1.68 ha. in area), currently used as ppppppppppppppppadadadadadadadadaddaddddaddaddadadaaa dododododododdoddodoododododododoodddddd ckckckckckckckckckckckckkckckkkkkkkckkckkckckc , ,,,, ,, , , isisisi  located on the west side of Mobbs 
Way at c.5–10.00m OD. The soils are deepppp l lloaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaoaaoaoaaaoaam mmmmmm mmmm mmmmmmm dededeededededededededededededededededdd ririririririrrririrrirrrr vvevevevvvvvvv d from the underlying glaciofluvial and 
aeolian drift. 

1.4 This application affects a large arrrrrrrrrrrrreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaeaeeeeeaa ttttt ttttttttttttthahahhahahahahahahahahhahaaaaat t t tttttttttt ttttt tt hahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahahhhh ss ss not been subject to systematic archaeological 
survey and we have no speciffffffffffffifficciciciciciciciciciciciciciccccicccicic i ii i iiiiii iiii iiinfnfnfnfnfnfnfnfnnnfnnfnfnnnfnfnnn ororororrororororororrorrororroro mamamamamamamamamamamamamammammmamamm ttttitttt on relating to it. There is a strong possibility that
archaeological deposits willllllllllllllllllllll b bb bb b b bbbbb bbbb bbbeee eeee eeee eneneneneneneneneneneneeneeeeneneeencococccocc untered given the landscape setting of the site, 
overlooking Lothing River to ttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheeeee s s s s ssss ss s ss sss s s soouououooooouooooooutht  and Oulton Marshes to the west. Development causing 
significant ground disturbancee hhhhhas 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 arrangggemmememememememmemememmemememmmememmmmmeneneneeeeeeneneeeneneeeeee tstststtststtstsstttsttstss f or the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, access to thhe e eeee e e ee e eeeeeeeee sisisisisisisisisisissisisississ tetetttttteteteteteettett ,,,, ,,, 
the deeeeeeeeeeefififfififfififififfifififififinininininininininiinininnnininininitititititititititititititiiit onononononononooononooonoon o o ooo o ooo oo oooooooof ff f fff ffff f f ffffff thtttttthtttththt e precise area of landholding and area for proposed developmentttnt a a aaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaarerererererereerereeereereeree ttt t ttttt tt to o o oo ooooooooo bebebebbebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebb  
defififfiiifiineneneneneneneneneneneneeneneneenen ddddd ddddddddddddd ananananananannanananananananananana d d dd ddd d d dd ddd ddddddddd nennnnennnnneennnn gotiated with the commissioning body.

1.8 DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDDeDeDeDeDeDeD tattatataataatatatatatatatataataatailiiililililililiililililllilili edededeededededeededeededeeeee  standards, information and advice to supplement this brief ararrre e eee e ee eee e ee totototototototototootottto b b bbb bbbbb bbbbbbbbbbe ee ee e ee ee ee e e eee ffffoffffound in 
StStStStStStStStSttStStStStStStStSSttS anananananananannnnnananannananananandad rds for Field Archaeology in the East of England, East Anglian AAAAAArcrcrcrcccrccrcccccrccrccrcrcrcrcrchahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahahhahahahaaaeoeoeoeeoeoeoeoeoeoeooooooooooolololololololololooloololoolooolll gygygygygygygygygygygygyygygyyygygy O Occasional 
PPPPPaPaPPaPPPPPP pers 14, 2003. 

1.11.1.1.1.1.1.111.111111.1 99 99999999 In accordance with the condition on the planning consent, and follooooowiwiwiwiwiwiwwwiwwwwwwiwiwiwiiiw nngngnnnnnnn  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 
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 
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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 
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. 

will provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether theee 
requirementsts o ooooooooooooooooof fff fffffffff the planning condition will be adequately met. The WSI should be commpipipip leleeeleeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeed dd d d d dd dddddddd ddd
with a knoooooowlwlwlwwwlwwlwwlwlwwwlwwwwlwlwwwww ededededededededededeeedeeedeededeeddgegegegeggegegegegeegeeegeeeeggeegegegegegee t  he Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology Occacaasissisisisisisisisisississ ononoononononononononononoonooono alaaalalalalalallllla    
Paper 3,3,3,3,3,3333,3,3,3,33,33333,3  1 1 1 1 11 1 1 11 1111199999999999999999999999999999999999 77,7,7,7,7,7,7,7,77,77,7,77,7777  ' ReR search and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern CoCounununununnnunununnunnunnntitititititititititititiittittttt eseseeeseseeeseeeeeeeeeees,, , , ,, ,, , 1.1.1.1.1.111.1.1.111111. 
resososoooooooooooouuruurururururururururruururururuuruuu cececececececececec  a a a aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss esesessment'; Occasional Paper 8, 2000, 'Research and Archaeology: AAAAAAAAAAAA F F F F FFFF F F F FF FFFFFFFFF F rrrrararaarrrrrr mememememememememememememememememememeeememeeewowwowowowowowwowowowowwowowowowwww rkr  
fofooofofoooooooorr rr r r rrrrrrr rr r thththththththtthhtthtthtt e ee eeeeee ee eeeeeeeeee EaEaEaEEaEEaEEaEEEEEEEEastern Counties, 2. research agenda and strategy'; and Reeeviviiviiiiiiiseseseseseseseseseseseseseesesesesssesseseeedddddd d dddddddddddd ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReRReRRReRR sesessearch 
FrFrFrFrFrFrFrFrFrFFrFFFFFFFFF amaamamammmammamamamammammammmameweweweweweweweweeeeeweweeee oro k for the Eastern Region, 2008, available online at http://www.eaaaaaaaarerererererereeer popopopopopopopopopppp rtrtrts.s.s.sss.ss.s.ssssssss ororoororororooorrooro g.uk/).

1.11.1.1.11.1.111.1.1.1.111.111 1010101010101010101010010110100 F FFFFFFFFFFFFoooloo lowing receipt of the WSI, SCCAS/CT will advise the Local Plannnininninninininiininininininnin ngngngngngnggngngngnggngngngngngngnngg AAA A A A AA AAAAAAAAAAAututututututtutututututututututututuututhohohohohohohohohohohohohohhohohohhhorirririrityt  (LPA) if it is
an acceptable scheme of work. Work must not commence until theheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee L L L L L L L L L LLLLLLPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAPAAAAPPP  h hhas approved the
WSI. Neither this specification nor the WSI is, however, a sufficient baaaaaaaaaaaaaaaassisisissisisisisiisisiiss s ssss 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 constrainttsss ss s sssssssss onoonononoononononooonooonoo ff f f f fffffffffffieiieiieiieiiieield-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument
status, Listed Building status, public utilitiesesessssssessssssssssssss o o o o o o oooo o oo o o oo oorrrrr rrrrr otototototottototototototototottotototo heheheheheheheheheheheheheehehehehhhhh r rrrr services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considededeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeederararararararararararrrarrr tititititititittitiononononononononnononononononnonoonnonnnnns s s sssss s ssss s sssssss rererrrerrerrrr sts with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. The existennnnencececeececececeecececeececececcce a a aa aaa a aaaaaandndndndndndndndndndddndndddddddd c c c c c c c cc ccooonooo tent of the archaeological brief does not
over-ride such constraints or imply yyy thhatatatatattatataattatatataatattt t t tt tt tttttttttthehhehehehehehhhheheh t tt ttttt ttttttttttararararararararararararaararaararaara ggeg t area is freely available. 

1.13 Any changes to the specificcccccccccatatatatatattattatatatatatattataaa ioioioioioooioiooioioiooioioonsnsnnsnnnnsnnnssss t tt t tttttttttttttttthahahahahahahahahahahahahhhahahahahhhhhah tt ttt the project archaeologist may wish to make after 
approval by this office shouuuuuuuuuuuuuuuldldlddldldlddldldldldldddldldldll  bb b bb b bbb b bb bbbbbbbe e e eeeeee ee eeeee ee e ccccccoccccccc mmunicated 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 theeee l  ikely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of maskikingngngngngnnnnnnnnnnng 
colluvial/alluuuuvivivivivivivivivviviviviivivvvvvvvvv alaaaaaalaaaaaaaaaaalaaa  deposits. 

2.4 Establbllllllllllisisisisisisisisissisisssssshhhh h h h hhhhhhhhhhh ththhhhhhhhhhhhhheeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee e popppopopppoppoppppppoppp tential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.5 PrPrPrPrPrPrPrPPrPrPrPrPrPrPPrPPrPrrPrrPP ovovovovovovovovovovovovovovoovvo ididdddididididididididididididdddddddi e eeeee eeeeeeeeee eeeee sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservationnnn ss sss sssssssssssssssstrrrrrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrttrtrrratatatatatatatatatatataataaaaaaaaaa egegegegegegegeggegegegeggegeggegeegegeee y,y,yy,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,yyyyyyyyyy   ddealing 
wiwiwiwwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwiwwwiwww thththththththththththththththhthhhthhhhhh p   p  pppreservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working praactctctctctcttcttttttctctttticiccciccciciciciiciiccicicicccesesesesesesesesseseesessse , , ,, titititiiitiitiitititititititittitimememememememememememememmemememmmmmmmmmm tatatt bles and 
orororororororororoororoorrorooo dedddddededddeddeddd rs of cost. 

22.2.2.22.2.222.2.22222.2222 6 6 666666 6 66666666666 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistenennttt ttt wiwiwiwiwwwiwiwwwiwwiwwwwwiththththththththhthththhthththtttth EEnglish Heritage's
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages wiwwwwiwwwwwwww ll 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 
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. 
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Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document 
covers only the evaluation stage. 

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

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

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is c.840.00m2. These shall be 
positioned to sample all parts of the site where significant ground disturbance is proposed). 
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances can be 
demonstrated; this will result in c.467.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. 

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 
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 

Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; this documennt t
covers only y thhhhhhhhhhe e ee e e eeeee e eee eeee evee aluation stage.

2.7 The deeeeeeeeeeeeeeevevevevevevevevevevevvevevevevevvvveelolollolololololollloololololoolopepepepepepepeeepepepeeepeeepepeer r rrrr r r r rrr rr ooororoooororooooo  hhis archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five woworkrkkrkkkkkkkkkkr inininnninininniniiniinnnininnnngggg g ggg g g ggggggggg dadadadadadadadadadadadaaaaaaad ysysysysysysysysysysysysyysyssyssy  
notititicececececececececeeeeecececeeceececcc  o o oooooo o ooof f f f f f f f f ffff f ththtthththththththhthththththththhhththt eeee eeee eeeeeeeeee cocc mmencement of ground works on the site, in order that the e wowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowwowwwwowww rkrkrkkkkkk o o o o oooooooooooooooooo ooof f f ff f f ffffffffff ff ttttththhtttttttttt e
ararrararrrarrrrrarrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchchccchhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeeeeeeeololololololololololoolooololooloo ogogogoggogogogogoo ici al contractor may be monitored.
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this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy.

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

3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 

3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is c.840.00m2. These shall be 
positioned to sample all parts of the site where significant ground disturbance is proposed). 
Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances can be 
demonstrated; this will result in c.467.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. 

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching buuuuubuuuuuuckckckckckckckckckckckckcckckckcckckcccc et’ 1.80m wide must be used. A scale 
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3.3  The topsoil may be mechanically removovovovovovvvvvvovvovvvedededededededededededededededededede u u uuuuusissisisisisisissisisisssssisisssingngngngngngngngngngnngngnn  an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
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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 feaeaeaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaatututututututututututututtututututututuuut rerr s, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 
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anananananananananananaanaannaaa y yyy archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or otherr mmmmmmmmm mmmmmmmmmmmmasaasasasaasasasaasasaaasassasa kikikkikikiiiikiiikikiikingngngngngngngngngngngnggngngngngngnngngngn ddd ddddddddeposits must 
bbbeb  established across the site.

333.3333333.333 7 77 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled fffororoooooooooro  palaeoenvironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling 
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
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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. 

micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on theee 
appropriatenneseesesesesesessssssesssesssse sss s sssssssss of the proposed strategies will be sought from Dr Helen Chappell, Engngggliliiiiishsshshshshshshshsssshshshshshssshshshhs    
Heritage RRRRRRRRRRRRRegegegegegegegegegegegegegeegegegegegeegeeeggioiioioioioioioioioioioioooiionanananannanaaaaanaaaaaaannaaanaananaal l ll Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to saampmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmpmpmpmpmppmpmpmpmpliliililililiililililllilll ngngngngngnngngnngngngngngngg 
archaeeeeeeeololololololoolololololololoolooooo ogogogogogogogogogogggogooggogoggo iciicicicicicicicicccccalalalalalalalalalalaalaaalaalaalal d d dd dddddd dddd d ddddepe osits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide toto ssssssssssssssssamamamamamamamamamammamamamammmmamamaaa plplplplplplplplplplplpllplplllp inininininininnininininininniniiinggggggggggggg gggg
archchchhhhhhhhhhhhaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeaaaeaeaeaeaa oloolllololololoolologogoggogogogoggogogogogogooogogogogogoggogggicicicicicicicciciiiciccicciciciccccicccci alalalaaalaa  deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCACACACACACACAACACACACACACCCCCACCCCAS.S.S.S.S.S.SS.S.S.S.SSS.SSS   

3.8 AnAnAAAnAnAnAnAnAAnAAAAAAAAA y y y y y y y yyyyy y yyy y yy nannnananananananaannanananannann ttttututtuttttuttuturar l subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examinededededddddddddddd f ff f f f f ffff f orororoororororororororrrororoooo aaa a aaaa a aarcrcrccccrcccrccrcrcrcrccccrcccrcrchahahahahahahahahahahahahhahahahh eeoe logical
dededededededdeedededededededddededdddd popopopopopopopopopopopopopopossiss ts and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological featattttttttturururururururuururururururuuruuruuu esesesesesesesesesesesseseseseseses r r revevevevevevevevevveveveveevevvevveaeaeaeeaeaeeaeeaeeeaeeeeeee llllleleleed may be f
nennenenneecessary in order to gauge their date and character.

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3333.333.33 99 99999999999999999 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavaaaaatititititititititiiititititititititit ooooonononoooooo  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 are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sectionsnsnssnsssnsnssnsnsnssnssssnssssss s s s s s s  s   s hould be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All llllevevevevevevevevvevevevevevveevevveeeeleleleeleeleelelllle s s sss shsshsshsssssssssssssss ould relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCACAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAS/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/S/SSSS/SS//CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCT. . ..... ..

3.13 A photographic record of the work is to bbbbbbbbbbbbbbeeeeeeeeeeeeeee m m m m mmmmmmmmm adadadadadadadadadadddadadddadaddaadeee,e,e,e,eeeeeeee c ccconsisting of both monochrome photographs 
and colour transparencies and/or higigggggggggggggggggh hhhhh h hh hhhhh rerererererererererererererrerreeesosososososososososooooolululululululululuuluulululuuluul titititititititiititiititititttitioono  digital images. 

3.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeolololoolooooo ogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogoggooogicicicciciciciciccciiccccallalalalallalalallalaaaaa  d ddddd d dd d dd dd ddddddddddeeeepepeeeepeeeeeeeee osit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavavv ttttitititittttitionononononononnonononononononnononoons.s.ss.s.sss.s.sss.sssssssss  

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 composititittttioiioii n of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by tthihihhihihihihihhihihis ss
office, includududdddddddddddininininininininniinininnininininininiinini ggg ggggggggggg any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likeeelylylylylylylyylylylyylylylyllylyyy tt t ttt t t t ttttt ttoooo ooooooooo
have aa mm mmmmmmmmmmmmmmajajaajajajajajaajajjajajajajaajjjororororoororororooorooroorrr rrr r r rrr rrr rrrrrrrrrrreseseseesessesesesesseseesesesessponsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation thherererererrrrrrrrreeeeeeee eeee eee eeeeee mumumummumumumumumumumumumumummummuuuuuumuuustststststststststststststsstststttt 
also bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbe eee ee e e ee eeeeeeee aaaa aaaaa stststststsststststststststststssssss atatataatatataaatataatataaataa eement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work k kkkk kkkkkkkkk ononononoonononononononoooonoooo  o o o o o o ooooooooooooththththththththththtttththththththheereeeeereeeeeee  
ararrchchchchhchchchchchchchchchchchcchhchhchaeaaeaeaeaaaeaeaaeaeeaaaaeaaaeaa oloolololololollololololoologogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogogooooogggogiciciciciciiiiiiicical sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, in particulaaaar,r,r,rr,r,r,rrr,r,r,rrrrrrr  m m m mmm m mmm mmm mmmm mmususususususussussusususussusususustttt ttttttttt t t tttt hahhhhhhahhhhhave 
rererererererererereerererererererrr leleleleleleleeleleleleleelelelellll vavavavavavavaaavavavavavavavavaaaaaaaavavav ntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntntnntnntnt experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic seqeqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqqeqeqeqeqeqeeqeqqueueueueueueueueeueueueueueuueueeeueeeencncncncncncncncncncncncncnncnccccccesesesesesesesesesesesesesesesssesssesese .....

4.44.4.444.4.4.444.4.4.44.44.44.44 3333 3 3 33333333333 3 33 IItItItItItItItIttItIttIIttItt i iiiis the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adddddddddddddddddddddeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeeqeqeqeeeqqeqeqee uauauauauauauauauauauuaaaateteteteteteteteteteteeteteteteteteteteteteettee rr r rr esee ources are 
ava ailable to fulfill the Brief. 

444.4444444.444 4 44 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 repository 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 repository 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 
statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 

4.6  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ f Standard and Guidance for archaeological fielddld 
evaluation ((reeereeeeeeeeeeeeeeevivivivvivivivivivvvvivivivvvvvisess d 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution offf ttttttthehhehehehehehehehhhhehehehehehehhheheheeh      
project and ddddd dddd dd dd ddd d ininininnnininininininininininin ddd dd d ddddddrarararrraraaaaaraaaaaaarraaaraararaawiwwwwwwwww ng up the report. 

5. RRRRRRRRRRRRRepeepepepepepepepepepeepepepeepepeppororororororororororoorrrrt t t t t ttt t tttt tt t t ttttt ReReReReReReReRRRReReReRRRRReRR qquq irements 

5....5 1 11111 1 11 111 111 AnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAnAAAnnAnAAAAnAA aaaa aaaaaaa aarrrrrrchive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with ttheeheheeheheheheeeeheheeheeee p p p p p p p ppp pp p p pppprirririririririrrrirrirrrincncncncncncncncncncncncccccippipipipipipippipipipipipipipippipleleleleleleleleleleleleeeelelel s sss of English 
HHHHHHeHeHeHeHHHHH ritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particcicccccululululuuuuuuuuuuuuuu arararararararararaararraraarararrrlylylylylylylylylyylylyylyl  AA A A A AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppppeneeee dix 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 aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaan n n nn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn aasasasaaaaasaasa seseseseseseseseseseseseseseesesesesees ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss memmmm nt of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironmememememememememememmememmmmemmmm ntntnttttttttnttalalalalalalalaalalaalalalalalalaalaaaaa  rrrr rrr rrr rrrrrrrrrrremeeeeemeemeeeemeeeeeee ains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include aaaaaa c c cccc cccccccccleleleleeleleleleleleleeeeleeearararararrrrrrrrrr sss s s ss s ssss ss s s sttttttttatatatatataaattement of the archaeological potential of the 
site, and the significance of that ppotenenennnnennnnnnnnnntittttititittittititttttttt aalaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ii iiiiin nn nnn nnnn nnnnnnn thththththththththhhhththththhttthe e context of the Regional Research Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occacaacaaaaaaaaaaasisisiisisisisisisisisisisissisisisiononononononononononononononnnoo alalalalalllll P PP P P P P PPPPP PPPPPPapapapapapapapapappapapapaaaaa eeeeere s 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 The results of the surveys shohohohohohohohohohohoohohoooohoohouuuuulululuuld d d d ddd d d dd dd dddddd bebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebebeeebb  related to the relevant known archaeological information 
held in the County Historic Enviviiiiiiviiv rororororororoorororororororoororronnment 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 mumumumumummm st be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposititiononooonooooooooooo  
of the full sisisisiiiiiiiiiteteteteteteteteeteteteteteetetetetettetee   a a  rchive, and transfer of title, with the intended archive repository beforeeeeeeeeeee ttttt ttttttt ttttttthhhhehehehehehehhhhehehehehhehh  
fieldworork k k k k cocococococococococoococococooooooommmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeee ces.  If this is not achievable for all or parts of the finds archchivivviviivvvvvvvvvvvveeee e ee eeeeee eeeeee tththththtththththtthtthtttthttt eneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeeeenn 
provissssssioioioioioioioioioioioioioooooiiion n nnnnnnnnnnn nnnnnnnn mumumumumumumumumumumumumumumummummmumum stststsststssstssttsststssstss  be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration,n,n,n,,n,n,,n,,,,, ssssss s s sssssssssssscccicicicciccic enenenenenenenenenenenennennneneeee ttitititititititittittitifififfiffiififfififififiiif cc 
anannnnnnalalalalaalalalalalalalalaalaallalaa ysysysysyyyysysysysyssysyyyyyyyyyy isissisisssissssisis)) )) ) ) ) ) ) ) )) ))))))))) )) asasasasasasasasasaasasaasaasaasaaas appropriate. 

5.12122222122222222222222 T T TT  T T TTT TTTTheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeeeee p  p  pproject manager should consult the intended archive repository bebeeebebebebebebeeebebebebeeeeebeebb fofofofofofofofofofofofofofffforerererererererrrererererree t t tt ttttttttttt tttt ttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheheeehee  archive is
prprprprprprprprprpprprprrprppp eeeepee ared regarding the specific requirements for the archive depop sisisisiiiisisisisssisitititiititittttitititititiitttitititititionononononononononononononononnonononooo  a aaaa aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaandndndndnddddndndndndndndnndndndndndndndndd curation, and 
reregarding any specific cost implications of deposition. 

555.5555555.555 113 If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project t mmmmmmammmm nager 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
statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 
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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).

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 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. 

5.19 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). 

5.14 The WSI shohoululuuulululululululululuuuuluuulu dd ddd dddddddd state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this proroojejejejeeeeeeeeeeeeeeej ctctctcctctctctcccctctcctctccctctcttc      
with the AAArcrcrcrcrcrcrccrccrcccrcrcccrccrcccchahahahahhahahahahaahahaahahahaahhaahaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooooooooooooolololooollollololllolllollology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incuurrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrededededededededededededededededededd ttttt t t ttttto o oo ooooo ooo 
ensureeeeeee tt ttttt t t tt t tttttttthehehehehehehehehehehehehehhheheheheheheeh  pp p p ppp pppppprororooorororororororororororoororr pepepepepepepepepepeppppepppppp r deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).

5.15 WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWheheheheheheheheheheheheehehheeheherererererer  p pp p p p p ppppppp p p pp posososossososososoo iitive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluatioooon n nnn nnnn ororororororororoorororoorororororoorro eee ee eee excxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxcxccxcxcxcxcxxcxccxx avavaaaaavavaaaaaaaaa ataa ion) 
a aa aa a a aaaaaaaaaaaaa sussusuuuuuuuuuusuuuuuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ara y report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the aaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn uauuauauauauauauauauauauauuuuuuuu lll l lllllll ‘A‘A‘AAA‘AAA‘AAAAAA‘AAAAAAAAAAArcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrr hhhhahhhhhh eology 
inininininininninnnninininnninnnninin SS S SS SSSSSSSSSSSSuuuuuufuuuuu folk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for AAAAAAAAAAAAAArcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrrrrr hahahahahahahahhahahahahahahahahaahaeoeoeoeooooooooooooooololololololoololololololoololololoool gygygyggygygyygg , must be
prpprprpprrepared. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to o SCCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCCCACCCACACACACACACACACACAACCACCACACACAACAS/S/S/SS/S/S/S//S/S/S/S/SS/S/S/S/S/S/SSS CTCTCTCTCTCCTCTCTCTCTCTCCCCTCTCTCTCC , by the end of 
the calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whicheveeeeeeeeeeeeerr rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr r isisisisisisssisissssis t t tttttttttttttttttttheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeheheheh  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 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. 

5.19 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which must
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integrgrrrrgrrrrrratatatatatatatatatatatataatatataatataaaa ioii n in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into a format tttthahahahahahaahahahhahaahahahahahahatttt t tt t tttttttt cacacacaaaaaaaaaaaaan nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxfxfxfxfxfffffxffffffxffxfxfxfxfxf) ) ) )))))))) )) ) ))))) )))) orororororororoorororoooooooo  a a a a a a aaaaaaalrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrrlrlrlrlrlrlrrlrreaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaeaeeeaeaeeeeaae ddddyddd  transferred to .TAB files.

5.20 At the start of work (immediately befffefffororororororororororrorororororooo e e e ee eeee ee eeeeeee fiffifififififffifieleleeleleleleleeleleleeeeeleleeeeldwdwdwdwdwdwdwdwdwdddwdwdwddwd oro k commences) an OASIS online record
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ mmmmmmmmmmmmmususususususususususususususususuustttt tt tttttt bbbebebebebebebebebebebebebebebeebee i iii i iiiii nin tiated and key fields completed on Details, /
Location and Creators forms. 

5.21 All parts of the OASIS onlineeee fffffffffffff f ff fff fff oooooororoooororoororooo m mm mm m mmm mmmmmmmmm mmm mummmmumummmmmummmummmmmmm st be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .pdpdpdpdpdpdddpddpddpdpdpdddddp f fffffff ffffffffff version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).
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Suffolk IP33 2AR        
Tel:   01284 352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 

Date: 6 May 2010     Reference: / DC/08/0241/OUT_Oulton2010 

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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Appendix 2. Context list

Context Feature Trench no Type Category Description over under

0001 0001 Unstratified finds.

0002 0002 Subsoil Layer Dense and compact homogenous mid brown silt/sand, up to 0.7m thick. 0004, 0005, 
etc

Topsoil

0003 03 Pit Cut Possible oval pit aligned north to south. Heavily disturbed and shape unclear, 0.7m wide and 0.36m deep. 
Overmachined.

0004 03 Pit Fill Mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with frequent charcoal, particularly at top. 0002

0005 0005 02, 04 Subsoil Layer Mixed pale yellow/brown sands up to 0.25m thick. 0002

0006 0006 05 Ditch Cut Possible irregular linear ditch terminus, aligned north-west to south-east. 0.78m wide and 0.3m deep. 
Irregular sides and base. May be a series of irregular pits.

0007 0006 05 Ditch Fill Mid grey/orange sand with frequent small stones. 0.1m thick. Basal fill - disturbed natural? 0006 0008

0008 0006 05 Ditch Fill Mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with occasional stones and charcoal flecks. Bulk environmental sample 01 
collected.

0007 0009

0009 0006 05 Ditch Fill Upper fill of 0006. Mid brown sand with occasional stiones, 0.1m thick. Very hard to distinguish from 0002, 
may cut it.

0008 0002

0010 0010 08 Ditch Cut Linear ditch or gully, north to south aligned. 0.7m wide and 0.3m deep with moderate sloping sides and a 
concave base.

0011

0011 0010 08 Ditch Fill Dense pale/mid grey/brown sands and occasional flints. 0010 0012

0012 0012 07, 08, 09 Subsoil Layer Dense yellow/brown sands and gravel lying beneath the topsoil in trenches 08, 09 and the northern part of 
Trench 07.

0002

0013 0013 06 Pit Cut Possible pit. Oval, 1.8m by 1.2m and 0.3m deep. Irregular moderate sloping sides and concave base. 
Probably natural disturbance or hollow.

0013

0014 0013 06 Pit Fill Mid brown silt/sand. 0013 0002

0015 0015 10 Ditch Cut Linear ditch, aligned north-east to south-west, 1.56m wide and 0.5m deep. Truncated by machine. 
Moderate sloping sides, concave base.

0016

0016 0015 10 Ditch Fill Mid/dark grey/brown sand with occasional stones and flecks of charcoal. Bulk environmental sample 02 
collected. Basal fill, 0.3m thick.

0015 0017

0017 0015 10 Ditch Fill Pale grey sand with occasional stones, 0.25m thick. Very hard to distinguish from surrounding mixed 
natural subsoil. Only seen in section.

0016 0002

0018 0018 12 Subsoil Layer Pale brown/yellow sands underlying 0002 in Trench 12. Diffuse and indistinct boundaries with 0002 and the
underlying natural subsoil.

0002
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Categoryryyyyy DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeeDeDeDeeDeDeeDeDDD scscscscscscscscscscscscscscscssssssssssss ription

Unstratified finds.

Lay rrer Dense and compact homogenous mid brown silt/sand, up to 000.000000000 7m77  thick.

Cut Possible oval pit aligned north to south. Heavily disturbed and shape unclear, 0.7m wid
Overmachined.

Fill Mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with frequent charcoal, particularly at top.

Layer Mixed pale yellow/brown sands up to 0.25m thick.

Cut Possible irregular linear ditch terminus, aligned north-west to south-east. 0.78m wide an
Irregular sides and base. May be a series of irririririrrirririrrirrrerrrrr gular pits.

Fill Mid grey/orange sand with frequent smamaallllllllll sss sss ss s sssssssssstototototototototototototototototoottttt neneneeneneneeeneneneneneneneneneneeeennn s.sssssssssssssss  0.1m thick. Basal fill - disturbed natur

Fill Mid/dark grey/brown silty sand with h  h   h ococococococococococococccococococococooo cacacacacacacacacacacacacaaaacc sisisisisisisisisisisisisissssssssss ononononoooooooooooooooooo al stones and charcoal flecks. Bulk environ
collected.

Fill Upper fill of 0006. Mid browowowwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwwn n n nn n nn n nnnnnnnnn sasasasasasasasasaasasasasassss ndndndndndndndndndndndndndnddndndndndnddnnnn  w www wwwwwwwittii h occasional stiones, 0.1m thick. Very hard to dis
may cut it.

Cut Linear ditch or gully, nor hhhhthhhhhhhhh tt ttttttttttttttto o south aligned. 0.7m wide and 0.3m deep with moderate sl
concave base.

Fill Dense pale/mid grey/brown sands and occasional flints.

Layer Dense yellow/brown sands and gravel lying beneath the topsoil in trenches 08, 09 and t
Trench 07.

Cut Possible pit. Oval, 1.8m by 1.2m and 0.3m deep. Irregular moderate sloping sides and 
Probably natural disturbance or hollow.

Fill Mid brown n n    nn siss lt/sand.

Cut Li eneeeeeearrararararararararararrararrarrrarra  d d d d ddd d d dd d d dddddditititititittitttitttiiiii chchchchchchchchchchchhchchchchhchchhhhhchcc , , , ,,,, alaaaa igned north-east to south-west, 1.56m wide and 0.5m deepepepppppppppppppepppp. .  .............. TrTrTrTrTrTrrTrTrrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrTrrT unununnnnnnunnunnnnnunnnnnnununnuu cacacacacacacacacacaacacacacaaaacac tetetetttttttttttttt d b
MoMoMoMoMoMoMoMooMoMoMoMoMoMoMoMoMM ededededededededededeededededededeedd raraararararararararararararaararaaateteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteteetett  sssssloping sides, concave base.

Fill MiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMMiMiMMMMMMMMMMMMM d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d/d//d/d/d/dddddddd dadaddddddddddddddddd rk grey/brown sand with occasional stones and flecks of chahahahahahahahahahahaaahahahaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrcr oaoaoaoaoaaaoaoaoaoaoaaaoaoaoaaoaaao lll.l.l.l.l.l.l.l...l.l..l.l.l  B BB BBBB B B B BBBBBBBBBBBB B Bulu k environm
cococococococococococococococooooooccc lllllllll ected. Basal fill, 0.3m thick.

Filllll Pale grey sand with occasional stones, 0.25m thick. Very h hhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhharararararararararararararaaaaa d d d d  d d dd d ddddd totototototototototototototoototootott dd ddddddddddddisiii tinguish from surro
natural subsoil. Only seen in section.

Layer Pale brown/yellow sands underlying 0002 in Trench 12. Diffuse and indistinct boundarie
underlying natural subsoil.
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Context Feature Trench no Type Category Description over under

0019 0019 12 Ditch Cut Broad, shallow ditch, 1.2m wide and 0.3m deep, aligned east to west. Partially truncated by machine by 
0.1m. Same as 0021?

0020

0020 0019 12 Ditch Fill Mixed yellow/brown sands, very hard to distinguish from base of 0002. 0002

0021 0021 11 Ditch Cut Broad, shallow ditch, 1.2m wide and 0.1m deep, aligned east to west. Clear in plan but partially removed by 
machine which showed a cross-section. Not drawn. Same as 0019?

0022

0022 0021 11 Ditch Fill Mid brown sand with scattered flints. 0002
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Category Description

Cut Broaaaaad,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,d,dddd  s s s s s s ssssssssss  hahahahahahahahahahahahaahahahahahahah llllllllllllllllllllllllll owowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowowooooo  ditch, 1.2m wide and 0.3m deep, aligned east to west. Parrrrrtiitititititititititittt alalalalalalalalalalallalalalaaaaa lylylylyylylylylylylylylyyllylyyy t ttttt tttrurururururururururuurururururururururrr ncnccncncncnccncncncncncncnnnnnnn ate
0....1mm1m1m1mm1m1m1mm1m1m1m1mm1m1mm1mm1 . . .. SaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaSaaSaaaSaSaSaSaSaaSaaaSaSaaaSS mememmmmmmmmmmmmmmm  as 0021?

Fill MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMixixxixixixixixixixixixxixxixixxxxxi ededededededededededdededededededededdedeeeee  yellow/brown sands, very hard to distinguish from base of 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000 2.2.2.222.2.2.2.2.2.222222222

Cut BrBrBBBB oad, shallow ditch, 1.2m wide and 0.1m deep, aligned e sassst tt ttt t tttt t t tttt totototototototototototootototttt  w w w w wwww wwwwwww wwwesesesesesesesesesesesesessesesesssesee ttt.t.ttttttttt  Clear in plan but 
machine which showed a cross-section. Not drawn. Same e asasasasasasasasasasasasasasasassaaaaa  00 0 00 0 0 00 00000000010101010101010101010101101010101000000 9?999999999999999

Fill Mid brown sand with scattered flints.
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