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Summary  
 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land to the rear of an existing property 

at 21/23 Church Lane, Worlington. No features or finds were uncovered by the work, 

which revealed an unexpected depth of topsoil and subsoil above the natural geology. 

There was slight disturbance relating to a modern pit, which did not truncate the natural, 

and a concrete cess pit. 

Summaryy    

Annn a a a aa aa aaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrrcrcrcrcrcrcrccrcrcrcccrrr hahahahahahahaahahahahahahahahahahahaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeeeeeeeee llllollll gical evaluation was carried out on land to the rear of an existing g ggg g gg gg g g ggggg prprprprprprprprprprprprpprprrprprprrrp opopopopopopopopopopopopopoppopopppererererererererrerererereerererereree tytytytytytyt  r

atatatatatatatatatatataa  2 2 2 2 2 22 22222222222222221/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1/1////////2323232232322322222232222222  Church Lane, Worlington. No features or finds were uncovered bybybybybybybybybybybybyybyybybbbbby t ttttttttthehehehehehehehehehehheheheeeeeeee w w w wwww www wwwwwwwoooooooooooroooooooooo k, 

whwhwhwwwhwwwwwhwwwwwww ich revealed an unexpected depth of topsoil and subsoil above thhhhhhhhhhhhhhhe e e e e eeeeeeeeeeee nananannnananannannnnnnnnn tuutututututututtuutututuuutttutuutuututurarararararararararaararaaaaaral lllllllll geology. 

There was slight disturbance relating to a modern pit, which did not trunununununununununnunununnnnnnnncate the natural, 

and a concrete cess pit. 





1. Introduction  

An archaeological evaluation was carried out immediately to the WNW of the existing 

property at 21/23 Church Lane, Worlington, Suffolk, prior to the construction of housing 

(planning application F/2008/0652/OUT). The work was carried out on 22nd July 2010 

and undertaken in accordance with a Brief and Specification produced by Dr Jess 

Tipper of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team 

(SCCAS/CT).  

 

Worlington is located 11.8m north-west of Bury St Edmunds, and 1m south-west of 

Mildenhall. Church Lane lies at the western edge of the village, running N-S from The 

Street (Fig. 1). 

 

2. Geology and topography  
 

The bedrock in the area is a zig zag formation of blocky chalk interspersed with marls 

and marly chalk overlain by river terrace deposits of sand and gravel and lenses of silt 

(BGS, 2010). Within the trench, this presented itself as pale-mid orange sand, 

interspersed with occasional chalk lumps. The development area lies at 8.4m above the 

Ordnance Datum at the road to 9.8m above the Ordnance Datum at the far WNW end 

of the garden. Worlington is located in the valley of the River Lark, overlooking the 

watercourse to the north (Fig. 1). 

 

At the time of the evaluation the site was a garden of grassland, shrubs and trees, with 

a drive-way running the depth of the existing property on its northern side. The rest of 

the property had walled boundaries. The southern wall was constructed partially of 

irregular pale mortar and flint and had originally been part of outbuildings which were 

now demolished. Relatively recently a circular driveway had run further into the 

property, slightly truncating the area of the trench and further WNW into the garden. 
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Figure 1.  Site location showing Historic Environment Record entries mentioned 
in the text
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3. Archaeological and historical background 

There are several sites listed on the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER) which 

suggest that the development area lies in an area of high archaeological potential. Most 

of the locally recognised sites are medieval, with the Church of All Saints to the north 

(WGN 007) as well as a number of medieval pits (WGN 018), as shown on Figure 1. 

South-east of the development area is a medieval moat (WGN 002), and further pits 

(WGN 017 and 036). Roman, Saxon and further medieval finds were also uncovered in 

a field to the south-west (WGN 027).  

 

The HER entries, coupled with the site’s location close to the village core and its 

position overlooking the river valley, suggest that there is a high potential for 

archaeological deposits to be encountered. These are most likely to be medieval, 

although Saxon features are found regularly along the River Lark and the close 

proximity of Roman finds highlights the possibility of earlier remains being uncovered. 

 

 

4.  Methodology 
 

To fulfil the Brief and Specification (Appendix 1) a single trench measuring 1.8m-2m 

wide x 10m long was excavated to the natural geological layer, using a mechanical 

digger equipped with a toothless bucket. This amounted to an area of >18sqm, or a 

c.17% sample of the total development area of 105sqm. The line of the trench had to be 

slightly modified in order to avoid a disused concrete cesspit (Fig. 2).   

 

The excavation of the trench was constantly monitored by an experienced archaeologist 

and measurements were made as required of the changes in the soil profile, which was 

recorded via a single continuous numbering system and context record sheets, and a 

trench record sheet. A single profile of the trench was drawn at 1:20 on gridded A3 

permatrace and the site was planned using a Real Time Kinematics Global Positioning 

System. Although no features were uncovered, site record shots were taken using a 

digital camera with image resolution of 314 x 314dpi. Spoil from the trench was 

examined for finds, although none were recovered. 
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An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. suffolkc1-79664) and 

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

Service database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit). The site archive is 

kept in the main store of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service at Bury St 

Edmunds under Historic Environment Record code WGN 039. 

 

 

5. Results  
 

The trench was completely devoid of any archaeological features or finds. Whilst there 

was limited disturbance relating to the cesspit and a modern rubbish pit, the natural 

geological layer was barely disturbed and there were clearly no cut features within it.  

 

Two layers were encountered above the natural geology, which was found at c.1.3m 

below ground level. The first of these was topsoil 0001, a mid-dark grey disturbed silty-

sand that was c.0.6m thick. Below this was subsoil 0002, which consisted of mid 

orangish-brown silty-sand. Both these layers appeared to have been slightly worked, 

either by natural processes or agricultural activity, as well as being somewhat disturbed 

by the building of the cesspit or the former driveway. There were occasional pieces of 

modern ceramic building material (CBM) and glass present throughout both. 

 

One modern pit containing glass and ceramic building was visible; this was cut into the 

subsoil layer 0002 but did not truncate the natural geology. It contained frequent 

modern CBM and glass.  

 

 
Context Description and interpretation 
0001 Mid-dark grey silty-sand. Firm compaction. Occasional modern CBM, common 

small sub-angular flints and small chalk lumps. 0.6m deep. Diffuse horizon clarity. 
Above 0002. No finds except modern material that was not kept. Interpretation – 
disturbed topsoil. Very deep, as seen at WGN 036. 

0002 Mid orangish-brown silty-sand. Firm compaction. Common small sub-angular 
flints and occasional modern CBM, glass, etc. 0.7m deep. Diffuse horizon clarity. 
Above 0003, below 0001. Interpretation – subsoil. Blends diffusely into natural – 
may be same as bottom 2 layers at WGN 036. Truncated by modern rubbish pit. 

0003 Pale-mid orange sand. Firm compaction. Common small sub-angular flints. Below 
0002. Interpretation – natural subsoil/geology. 

Table 1. Context descriptions 
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orangish-brown silty-sand. Both thesesesese e e e e e eeeeeeeee lalalalalalalalalalalalalall yeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeyeeeeyeyersrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrsrrrsssssrs aaa aaaaaaaaaappeared to have been slightly worked,

either by natural processes or aaagrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrrrgrggrgrgrgggrgrggrggriciciciciciciciccccicicicicccccululululululllltututututututututututuuuuutuuuuuurarararararararaarararaaaraaraaal activity, as wellr  as being somewhat disturbed 

by the building of the cesspit oooooooooooooooooooooorrrrr rrrrrrrr thththhthththththththththththhththeeeeee eeeeeeeeee fofofofofoffofoffofofff rmer driveway. There were occasional pieces of 

modern ceramic building material (CBM) and glass present throughout both. 

One modern pit containing glass and ceramic building was visible; this was cut into the 

subsoil layer 0002 but did not truncate the natural geology. It contained frequent 

modern CBM and glass.  

Context Descscscscccccsccscscsccscsccsccccscsccccccrirrrrrrrrrrrrrr ption and interpretation 
0001 MiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMiMMMMMMMMM d-d-d-d-dd-d-d-d-d-d-ddd-d-dddd dadadadadadadadadadadadarkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkkkkkkkk grey silty-sand. Firm compaction. Occasional modern CBM, common 

smsmsmsmsmsmsmssmssmsssssmsmmalalalalalalalalalalalalalllalaaaa ll l l l l l l ll lll sussssssssss b-angular flints and small chalk lumps. 0.6m deep. Diffuse horizon claritititititititititititii y.y.y.y.y.y.y.y.yy.y.yyyyyyy  
AbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAbAAbAbooooovoooooooooooo e 0002. No finds except modern material that was not kept. Interpretattttttioioioioioiooioioiooooooiooiooioooonnn n n nnnnnnnn – 
dddidddddddddd sturbed topsoil. Very deep, as seen at WGN 036. 

0000000000000000000000000000000202020202002020202222 Mid orangish-brown silty-sand. Firm compaction. Common small subbbbbb-a-a-a-a-a-a-aa-aaa-aaangngnngngngngngngnngngngn ululullararararararararararraaaarrar 
flints and occasional modern CBM, glass, etc. 0.7m deep. Diffuseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee h h h h h hhhhh h hhhhhorororororororororororooriziiiiiiiiiiiii onnonononononononononononononooonooon c c cc c c c c c c c cclaaaaaalaarity.
Above 0003, below 0001. Interpretation – subsoil. Blends diffuuuuuuuuseseseseseseseseseeseeseseseeseelyllylylylylylylylylllyllllyyylll i iii i iiiiiinttntntntntntntntntntntntntntnttntttto ooo o o oo o ooooo nnannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn tural – 
may be same as bottom 2 layers at WGN 036. Truncated by momommomomomomomommomommmmmmmm dedeededededeedededededededeededd rnrnrnrnrrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrnrrnrnrnrnnn rubbish pit. 

0003 Pale-mid orange sand. Firm compaction. Common small sub-annnnnnnnnnnnguguguguguguggguggggggg lar flints. Below
0002. Interpretation – natural subsoil/geology. 

Table 1. Context descriptions 
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6.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work
 

No features or finds were recorded within the trench indicating an absence of 

archaeological deposits in the immediate area of the proposed development. This may 

be a reflection of the trench’s position back from the street frontage where any medieval 

buildings would be expected to be located. However the complete absence of any finds 

material that predates the current 19th century house suggests that the results of the 

trenching are representative of the site as a whole and possibly implies a gap in the 

medieval settlement pattern of the village. 

 

The depth of silt/soil is an interesting feature of the area and has been noted at other 

sites within Worlington (WGN 036); the processes which created this are unknown but 

are thought to natural and, at WGN 036, occurred after the medieval period (Caruth 

2008). The absence of archaeology within the trench appears to indicate that the 

proposed development site is likely to be free of features or finds and the depth of the 

overburden, at 1.3m, means that the impact of building work would be minimal on the 

level of any potential archaeological horizons, as a result it is recommended that no 

further work be carried out in relation this development.  

 

7.  Archive deposition 
 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds T:\Arc\Archive field proj\ 

Worlington\WGN 039 21-23 Church Lane Eval 

 

8.  List of contributors and acknowledgements 
 

The evaluation was carried out by a number of archaeological staff, (Rob Brooks and 

David Gill with assistance from Dan Bushnell) all from Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service, Field Team. 

 

The project was directed by Rob Brooks, and managed by David Gill, who also provided 

advice during the production of the report. 
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7.  Archive deposition 
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Production of site plans and sections was carried out by Ellie Hillen. The report was 

checked by David Gill and Richenda Goffin. 
 

 

9.  Bibliography 
BGS, 2010 Information obtained from http://www.bgs.ac.uk/products/digital 

maps/data_625k.html and reproduced with the permission of the 
British Geological Survey ©NERC. All rights Reserved 

Caruth, J.C., 2008   Archaeological Evaluation Report: 21 The Street, Worlington 
SCCAS Report no 2008/277 

 
 
 
 
 

Disclaimer
 
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of the Field 
Projects Team alone. Ultimately the need for further work will be determined by the Local Planning 
Authority and its Archaeological Advisors when a planning application is registered. Suffolk County 
Council’s archaeological contracting services cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to 
the clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report. 
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The Archaeological Service 
 _________________________________________________ 

9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk
IP33 2AR

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Evaluation 

21/23 CHURCH LANE, WORLINGTON, SUFFOLK (F/2008/0652/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 Planning permission has been granted by Forest Heath District Council (F/2008/0652/OUT) 
for the construction of two new semi-detached dwellings (following demolition of current 
cottage) at 21/23 Church Lane, Worlington, IP28 8SG (TL 690 737). 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 No. 6): 

‘No development shall take place within the area indicated (the whole site) until the applicant 
has secured the implementation of a programme of archaeological work in accordance with a 
written scheme of investigation which has been submitted by the applicant and approved by 
the Local Planning Authority’. 

1.3 The site is located on the west side of Church Street at c.8.00m AOD. The soils are described 
as loam over chalk. 

1.4 This application lies in an area of archaeological interest recorded in the County Historic 
Environment Record, within the historic settlement core and to the south of the medieval 
church (HER no. WGN 007). There is high potential for medieval, and possibly earlier, 
occupation deposits to be located in this area.   

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 
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(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 
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 
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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 cooooooooooooooooooooooonnntnnnnnnnnnn aminated land report for the site or a 
written statement that there is no contamination.n.n.n.n.n.n.n.n.nnnnnnnn  T T T T T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTheheeeeeeee d  eveloper should be aware that 
investigative sampling to test for contaminnnnnnnnatatatatattatatatttataa ioioioioioioioioioioioioioooon nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn isisisisssssssssssssssssss l llll lllllllllikikikikikkkikikkikikikkikikii ely to have an impact on any 
archaeological deposit which exists; proposasasasasasasasasasaasssss lslslslslsslslsslslsls fffffffffforrorrorororrororororoooroo  s s s s ss s s ss sssssssaaaamaaaaaaa pling should be discussed with the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological SeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeSeeSeSeeSeSeSeSSeServrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvrvrrrr icccciciccccccccccccccce eeee e eeee e e ofofofofofofoffofofofoff SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

1.12 The responsibility for identifying ananananananannannnnnny y y y y y y y yyy y yyy ccccococconsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnsnstrtrtrtrtrtrttrtrtrttrtttt aiaaaaaa nts on field-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument 
status, Listed Building status,,, , ,,,,, , pupupupupupupupupupupupupuuupuubbbbbbblbbbbbbbbbbbb iccccccccc u u u u u uu u u u uuuutitittititititittttitiiliiiiiiiiiititittttititittttttities or other services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecooooololooloooooooooooooooogigigigigigigiggiggiggiggiggggggg ccccccccccalalalal c c c cccc ccccccccconononononoonononooonononononooooooo siderations rests with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTThehhehehehehheheheheheheheheheh  eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeexixixixixxixixixixixixixixixxx ststsstststststs ence and content of the archaeological brief does not 
over-ride such constraints or imimimmmmmimimmmmmimimmplplplpplplplplplpplplpplpppppp y 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 nnnn area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 

2.3 Evaluaauauauauauauaauauauauauauuuuuatettetetetetetetetetetetetetetee t tt t t t t t ttheheheheheheheheheheehheeeeeeeee likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of maskingggggggggggggg 
cococococococococooooooollllllllllllllllluvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuuuuuuu iiiiiiaiaiiiii l/l/l/l/l//l/l/ll/llll/alalalalalalalalalalalalalaaalallululuulululululululuuul vial deposits. 

2.4 4 EsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEsEssssssEsEstatatatataatataaataaaaaatat bbblbbbbbbbbb ish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 

2.222222222222 5 5555555555555555 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation sssssssssssssssssstrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrrtrrrataaatatatatatataaataaaaaa egeegegegegegegeegggy,y,y,y,y,y,y,y,yy,y,yy,y,yyyyy, dd d d d d dddddddddddddddeeeeaeeeeeee ling 
with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practicccccccccccccccccccccceseseseseseseseseseseseseseseeseseeseeses, tittt memememememememememmemememeemememetatatatatatatatatatatattatatataatatt bles and 
orders of cost. 

2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent withhhhhhhhhhhhhhh EEEEEEEEEEEEEnglish Heritage's 
Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before proceeding to the next phase of the project. Field ff



evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of 
potential.  Any further excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. 
Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document 
covers only the evaluation stage. 

 
2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days 

notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored. 

 
2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the 

instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on 
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy. 

 
2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 
 
 
3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 
 
3.1 A single linear trial trench, 10.00m long x 1.80m wide, is to be excavated to cover the area of 

the proposed new dwellings.  
 
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 

evevevevevevevevevevvvveeevalalalalalalalalallalalalala uauaaaaaaaaatiitititititiitiitititt ononononononononoonnonononononnnnnn is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessmennenenennnennennennt ttttttttttttt ofofoofofofofofofoofofo  
poppppopoppopppppppppp teteteteteteteetttttetttt ntntntntntntntntntnntttiiaiaiaiiaiaiaiaiaiai l.  Any further excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparrrrrrratatatatatatatatttatatatatatatataa ioioiooioioioioioioioioiooooooooonnnnnn nnnnnnnnn ofofofofofofofofofofoooooooooo  
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EaEaEaEEaEEaEEEEEEEEEE ch stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated prf oject design; ; ;;;;;;;;; ththththththththhthhthhisisisisisisisisisisissisisi  d d d dddddococococococococococcococcoocoocumumumumumumumumumummumummuuuuu ent 
covers only the evaluation stage. 

22222.2222222 7 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as abovovovovovovovovovovvovoovovvovovoovo e)eeeeeeeeeeee  fffffffffffffffivivivivivivivivivivivivvvivivivivee eee e e eeeeeeee working days 
notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order thaaaaaaaaaaaaaaat ttttttttttttt 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 A single linear trial trench, 10.00m long x 1.80m wide, is to be excavated to cover the area of 
the proposed new dwellings.  

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditchininninninninnng g g g gg g g g g g gggggg bubbububububububububububububububububub ckckkckkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkketetetetetetetetetetetttttettteteteet’’’’’’ ’’’’’’’’ 1.80m wide must be used. A scale 
plan showing the proposed locations of the tttttttttttttttririiriririririiiialalalalalaalalalalallaa tt tttttttreeeeeeeeeeeeeeencncncncncncncncncncncncncncncccn hehehehhehehhehhhehhhh s should be included in the WSI and 
the detailed trench design must be approvvvvvvvvvvvvvedededededededededdddeddeddededededed b bb b bb bbbbbb bbbbby yyyyy y yy y yyy yyyyyyyyyyy SCSCSCSCSCSCSCSCCSCSCSCSCCS CCCCACCCCCCCCC S/CT before field work begins. 

3.3  The topsoil may be mechanicallyyy rrrrrrrememememmememememmmmmememmooovovooovoo ededdddddddddddddeded u u uu u u u uuuuuuuuusissssss ng an appropriate machine with a back-acting 
arm and fitted with a toothless bubububbuubububububububububbubbbub ckckckckckckckckckckckkckkckkkkeeeeeteeeeeeeeeee ,    dodododododododododododooddododddownwwwnwwnwnwnwnwnwnww  to the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil 
or other visible archaeologigggggggg cacacaacacaacaacacaacaaaaaall ll lllll ll ll sssssssssusss rfrfrffrfrffrfrfrfrfrfrfffrfffacacacacacacacacacacacaccacaccacacccaceeeeeeee.eeee   All machine excavation is to be under the direct 
control and supervision ofofofofofofofofofofofofofofofffo  a a aa a a a a a a aaaaann n nnnn n nnn nnnnnnnn 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 fffeatures, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 

For didididiidiidiiididididiiddiscscscscscscscscscscscscscsccscrerererererreteteteteeteeteeetee ff f f f ff f f fffffffffffeaeeeeee tures, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instances  
10000000000000%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%0%%%% m m m m mmm mmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayayyy bbbbbbbbbbbbe requested). 

3.6 6 ThThThThThThhThhThhThThThThThhhhhhhhT erererererrrerrerrreree e eeeeeeeeeee must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and n n nn n nnnnnnnnnnnnn natatatatatatatatatatatataatatataaaa ururururre e eeeee ee eeeee ofofofofofofofoffoffofffffffofoo  
anananananananannananananannaananna y archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking dddddddddddddepepepepepepepepepeepeeepepepepepeppososooooooooooo ittttts s s s ssss s ssssssssss mumumumumumumummmmmummmmmmmmmm st 
be established across the site.

33333.33333333333 7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled forrrrrrrrrrr pp p p p p p p pp pppp pppalalaaaalalaalaaaaaaaaaaaaa aeeaeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeoooeoeoooeoooooeennvnnnn ironmental 
remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and dadadadadadadadadaddadadaddddadd tataatatatataataaatatatatatatataablblblblblblblbbblbblbbbblbllb e eeeeeeeeeeeee archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show w wwwwwwwwwwww wwhat 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 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the 
appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be sought from Dr Helen Chappell, English 
Heritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

 
3.8 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for archaeological 

deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be 
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

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

metal detector user. 
 
3.10 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed 

SCCAS/CT during the course of the evaluation). 
 
3.11 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to 

be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of 
satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply 
with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

 
3.12 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 

the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

 
3.13 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs 

and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 
 
3.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 

sequential backfilling of excavations. 
 
3.15 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 
 
 
4. General Management 
 
4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 

commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not 
less than five days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for 
monitoring the project can be made. 

 
4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this 

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

 
4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are 

available to fulfill the Brief. 
 
4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 
 
4.5 No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place.  The responsibility for 

this rests with the archaeological contractor. 
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3.8 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examineddddddddddddd fff ffffffffffffffoooorooooooooooooooo  archaeological 
deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be f
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

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

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

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

3.12 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are t tttttttttttttttto o o o o oo ooo ooo bebebbbbebebbbbbbb  d d ddd ddddrawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 
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3.13 A photographic record of the work is sssssss totototototototototototooot bbbbb bbbbbbeeee mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmadadadadadadadadadadddddadadaaa e, consisting of both monochrome photographs 
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3.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeaeaeaeaeeeaeaaeaeaeeaeeeeoloololololoolololololooo oggogoggogogggogggoggggiciciciciciccicicicicicicicicccaalalalalalalaaaalala  deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 
sequential backfilling of excavavavavavavavavavavavavaaaaatitititititititititititiititiiititiions. 

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, inclclclclc uding any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to 
have a mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmaaaajajajajaaaaaaaaaaaajor responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must 
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44444.44444444444 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.  ThThThThThThThThThThThThThhThTTT e responsibility for 
this rests with the archaeological contractor. 



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

 
 
5. Report Requirements 
 
5.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the principles of English 

Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendix 3.1 and 
Appendix 4.1). 

 
5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 
 
5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 

archaeological interpretation. 
 
5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given.  No further 

site work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results are assessed and the 
need for further work is established. 

 
5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit 

assessment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include 
non-technical summaries.  

 
5.6 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, 

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

 
5.7 The results of the surveys should be related to the relevant known archaeological information 

held in the County Historic Environment Record (HER). 
 
5.8 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the report.  
 
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  TTTTTTTTTTTTThehehehehehehehehehehehehhee Insnsnsnsnsnsnsnssnssssnssssnnn tititititititititititiitt tututututututututututututututututttt te of Field Archaeologists’ f Standard and Guidance for archaeologicall ffffffffffffffffieieieeeieeieeeieeldldldldldldldldldldldldl  
eveveveeveveeveveeveveveee alalalalalallalaaaaaaaaa uauauauauauauauauauauau titititititiitittitition (revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution nnnnnn ofofofofofoofofofofofofofofofoffffff thehehehehehehehehehhhhhhhhhhh  
prprprprprprprprrprprprprpprprppprprojojojoojojojojojoojojoooojoojoojooo eceeeeeeeee t and in drawing up the report. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5555555555. Report Requirements 

5.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the pppppppppppriririrriririririririiiirirrr ncnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn iples of English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly AAppendix 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 tabulatioooooooooooooooooooooon nnnnnnnnnn of data by context, and must include 
non-technical summaries. 

5.6 The Report must include a discussion and aaaaaaaaaaann n n nnnnnnnnn assssssssssssssesesesesesesesesesesesesssss ssssssssssssssssss ment of the archaeological evidence, 
including an assessment of palaeoenvironnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnmemememememememememememememmmemeeeenttttntnttttttttttttttttttalalalallalalalaaalal r rrr rrr r rrr eeeeemee ains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include aaaaaaaaaaaaaaa c c c c c cccc ccccccccccleleleleleleleleeeeeeeleeeararrararararararrararaarrrra  s s sssssss sssssssssssssstttttttttttttttataaaaaaaaaa ement of the archaeological potential of the 
site, and the significance of that pppppototototootoootto enenenenenenenenenenenenenenenntititititittitttitt alaaa  iiiiiiiii n n nnnn nnn nn n ththththththththththhhhhththhttt e context of the Regional Research Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occaccacacacacacacacacacacaccacccc sisisissisisisisisisisisis oononoononononononononnnoonoooo allalalalalllllllllllalal P P P P P PP PP P PP P PPapapaapapapappapapapapapa eers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

5.7 The results of the surveys sssssssssssssssshohohohohohohohohohohohoohohohoooh ulullululd d d ddd d dddd dd dddddd bebebbebebebebbebebbebebb  related to the relevant known archaeological information 
held in the County Historic Ennnnnnnnnnvivivivivvivivivivivvivivivv rrrrorororrorrrrrrrrrrr nment 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 coc mmences.  If this is not achievable for all or parts of the finds archive then 
provision nnnn nnn nnnnnn mmmmmummmmmmmmmmmmm st be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration, scientific 
analysysysyssyssysysysysysyssysssyyysyy isisisisisiisisisisisisisississ))) ) ))) ) )))) asasasasasasasasssasa  a a a a a a a a aaaaaaaaaaaappropriate. 

5.12 TTTTTTTTTTThehehehhehehehehhehehhhee p p p p ppp p ppppppppppprorororororororororororrrrrrorrrooooorr jejjjjjj ct manager should consult the intended archive repository before the archihihihihihihihihihihihihhhhhhh vevvvvvvvvvvv  iis sss s ss ssss sssss
prprprprprprprprrrprrrprrrprprp epepeepepepepepepepepeppppppee araaaaaaaaaaa ed regarding the specific requirements for the archive deposition and curatatatatattatattattatatttattataa ioioioioiooooioioioiooioiooooonnnnnn,nnnnnnnnnn  aaaaaaaaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndndddddddddndnn  
rererererererererereereereereerererereerr gggggagg rding any specific cost implications of deposition. 

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5..5.5.5.13131313131313131313131311131313111  If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project manaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaagegegegegegegegegegegegegegeggegeggeggeger rrrrrrrrrrrrrr shshhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhououououououououououououuuououuouuo lldlldldldldldldldldlll  consult f
the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2010 and also the County Historic Envirrrrrrrrrrrononononononononononononnnoonono mmmmmmmemmmmmmmmmmmmm ntntntntntnntntntntntntntntntnnntnttnntntt R RR R R RR RRRRRRRRReeceeeeeeeeee ord Officer 
regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive (coooooooooooooonsnsnsnsnsnssssssssserererererererererererereeeeeeervavavavavavavvavavavavaaavvvvvv tion, ordering, 
organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and thththththththththththththhthttt e 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. 



 
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 TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTheeeeeeeeeeeeeee WWWWWWWWWWWWWWWWSSSSISSSSSSSSS  should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to thisssssssss p pp pp p p pp ppppppppprororororororororoorororoooooooor jejejejejejejejejejejejejejejeectctctctctctctctctccccccc  
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eneneneeeeeneeeeee sure the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html).  

5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.5.55.555555555 151515151515151515551155115 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaalululuuluuululuuuuuuuatatatatatatataatatatatatatatataaaaa ioioioioioioioiiiioioioiiii n nnnnnnnnnnn orororoororororororororoooooooooo  ee eeeeeee eee e eeeeeeeexcavation) 
a summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in theeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee a aa a a a a aaa aa aaaaaaaannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnuauauauauauauauauauauauaauuuaauaal lllllll ‘‘‘A‘A‘ rchaeology 
in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archahahahahahahahahahahahaaaaaaaaeeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeee logy, must be 
prepared. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to SCCAS/SS 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 bebebbebebebebebbbbbbbe included with the report, which must 
be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integrgrgrrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgrgggg atatatatatatataattattatttattatata ioioioioioioioioioioiiioii n nn nnn n n in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into a formaaaaaaaaatttttttt t t ttttttttttthahahahahahhahahahahahahahahahaahaattttt ttttttttttttt cacacacacacaacacacaaccaaaaccaacaacannnn nnn n nnnnnnnnn bbbbebbbbbbbbbbbbb  can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxfxffxxxxx ))) ) )) )))))) oooooorooooooo  aaaaaaaaaaaaaaalrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrlrlllll eaeaeaeeaeeaeeeeeeeeeae dy transferred to .TAB files.

5.20 At the start of work (immediately befefeffefefefefefefefefefeforororororororororororoororororore eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee fifififififfifififififiiiiieleleleleleleleleleeleeelelelllelleleleldwdwdwdwdwddddwddwdddddddd ork commences) an OASIS online record 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis///////// mmmmmmmmmmmmmmusususususususuuusuuu t bebebebebebebebebbebebebbbebeebe iiiiinitiated and key fields completed on Details, /
Location and Creators forms. 

5.21 All parts of the OASIS onlineneneneneneneneneneneneneenneee f fff f ff fffffffffforororororororororo m m m m m mmmmmm m mmmmmmmmm mmmmmmummmmmmm st be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
should include an uploaded .........pdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpdpddpdpddpdppdpddddfffffffffff version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive).



Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 
 
Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
9–10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR        
Tel:   01284 352197 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 
 
 
Date: 3 June 2010     Reference: / ChurchStreet-Worlington2010 
 
 
 
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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