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Summary  
 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out on land at Steeles Road, Woolpit on the 

9th August 2010 during the demolition of four properties, prior to redevelopment. Four 

evaluation trenches were excavated in which no pre-modern features were 

encountered. In addition, no artefacts were recovered and no environmental samples 

were taken. This work was Phase 2 of a five phase, staged demolition and 

reconstruction project. It followed the Phase1 evaluation, which took place in August 

2009. A further 3 stages (Phase 3 – 5) of evaluation are scheduled to take place. 

Summary  

An archaeologigigigigiigigigigigigigiggiggicacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaacacaaacac ll ll l l l l evevevevevevevevevevevevevvvevvevveveveeevaluation was carried out on land at Steeles Road, Woolpit ooooooon n n n nn nnnnnn nn thththththththththththtthtthththththtthhhhhe e e eee eeee 

9th Auguuuuuuuuuststststststststststsstssssstsssssstss  222 2 222 2220101010101010101101011101110010 0000000000000000000000000 during the demolition of four properties, prior to redevelopmememeeeemememememeemeeeeeemeememementnnnnnnnnnnnn . .......... FoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFoFooFoFFFoFoFoFoFoFFouuuruuuu  

evaluauauauauauaauauauauauaaauauauauau tititititititittitititiittt ononononnononononnnonnonnnnnno  tt t ttt t t tttttttttttrerrrrrrrrer nches were excavated in which no pre-modern features weeeeweweeeweeeeeererereererererererere 

eneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneneeeeenennenncocococococococococooooooununununununununununununuununnnnuuuuuuu ttttettttttttt red. In addition, no artefacts were recovered and no envirrrrrrrrronononononononoonononononononononoooooooo memememememememememmemememmemeentntntntnntntntntntnntntntnntntnnnnnnnn aaalaaaaaaaa  samples 

weweweweweweweweweweweweweewwewwwwwew re taken. This work was Phase 2 of a five phase, staged demolllllilllll tititititittittitiitttitttit ononononooononononononoonononononooo  and 

reconstruction project. It followed the Phase1 evaluation, which took place in August

2009. A further 3 stages (Phase 3 – 5) of evaluation are scheduled to take place. 





1. Introduction  
 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out at Steeles Road, Woolpit on the 9th 

August 2010. The work was carried out in accordance with a Brief and Specification 

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

Team) (Appendix 1). The work was undertaken during demolition of properties 

numbered 112, 114, 116, and 118 prior to their redevelopment. It was Phase 2 of a five 

phase project of demolition and reconstruction. Funding for the work was provided by 

The Flagship Housing Group Ltd.  

2. Geology and topography  
 

The site lies at TL 9751 6213 within the village of Woolpit (Fig. 1) within a housing 

estate at the southern limit of the village. The evaluated area was part of a larger 

phased project of demolition and redevelopment of the housing estate on Steeles Road 

(Fig. 3). Phase 2 encompassed an irregular-shaped area measuring 2120m2 at the mid-

west end of the site, north of and adjoining the Phase 1 area (WPT 034) to the east of 

properties fronting onto Green Road. The site contained a staggered terrace of four 

properties (no.s 112, 114, 116, 118). All were single storey structures of mid 20th 

century date. All the properties were upstanding but were vacant, with each garden 

boundary demolished. The western part of the Phase 1 area, which had been open 

ground, was at the time of evaluation a track of crushed and compressed demolition 

rubble. This did not prevent excavation of the trench. The development area was 

generally flat at approximately 67m OD. The geological horizon comprised stiff orange 

yellow clay with frequent chalk nodules, which forms part of the glaciofluvial drift and 

chalky till, part of the Newport 3 series of soils.  

 

3. Archaeological and historical background 

The site lies in an area of archaeological interest on the edge of the medieval village of 

Woolpit and close to finds of Roman and early medieval date. A Romano-British coin 

(WPT 001) was found 160m to the east in a garden on Steeles Road, Romano-British 

pottery was recovered during field walking 280m to the south-east (WPT 009) and 
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further Romano-British pottery, metalwork and a coin associated with early medieval 

pottery were found during field walking and metal detecting 300m to the south-east of 

the development area (WPT 010). The 14th century church of St Mary (WPT 007) is 

situated 240m to the north of the northern part of the development area (Phase 5) and 

the presence of Norman masonry below the church tower indicates an earlier structure 

was present on this site. A brief summary of the Historic Environment Records (HER) in 

the vicinity of the development area, identified on Figure 2, is included in Table 1 below. 

The fifth phase of the development area has a frontage onto Green Road, a medieval 

road through the village. The 1st edition OS map (1880’s) shows that the development 

area was within fields behind cottages fronting onto Green Road in the late 19th century 

(Fig. 3).  

 

The evaluation that took place in 2009 (WPT 034) within Phase 1 of the redevelopment 

identified no pre-modern use of the area (Muldowney 2009).  

 
Reference Type Form Date Description 
WPT 001 Findspot Metalwork Romano-British  Hadrianic coin (117-138 AD) found in garden on Steeles Road 
WPT 007 Building Church Medieval  St Mary’s Church, 14th century building with later modifications. 

Presence of Norman masonry below the tower indicates an earlier 
structure on same site 

WPT 009 Findspot Pottery Romano-British 1st to 2nd century AD pottery recovered from field walking 
WPT 010 Findspot Varied Romano-British, 

Medieval  
2nd century AD pottery, copper alloy fittings, 3rd century AD coin.  
11th to 13th century pottery (St Neots ware and Thetford ware) from 
field walking and metal detecting 

WPT 017 Findspot Metalwork Bronze Age, 
Medieval  

Fragment of late Bronze Age socketed axe. Medieval lead ampulla and 
lead ulnage seal all recovered during metal detecting 

WPT 018 Reference Windmill Post-medieval  17th century post mill recorded as being demolished in 1924 recorded 
on early OS mapping south of Mill Lane 

Table 1. Selected HER references 

 

4.  Methodology 

 
A programme of evaluation was carried out in accordance with a Brief and Specification 

provided by Jess Tipper (Suffolk County Council Archaelogical Service, Conservation 

Team). This required the excavation of 5% of the available development area. Phase 2 

encompassed 2120m2 of the total 11541m2 (1.15 hectare) development area. There 

were no restrictions regarding the excavation of the trenches, although Trench 2 and 

Trench 3 were combined to form one 20m long trench rather than two 10m long 

trenches. This was in order to keep away from a small pond whose demolition may 

have flooded the trench.  
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Figure 2. Selected HER references close to development area 
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Figure 3. 1st Edition OS map (1880’s), development area outlined in red 
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The trenches were excavated by a 22 tonne tracked 360 degree JCB excavator fitted 

with a 1.6m wide toothless ditching bucket, under constant archaeological supervision. 

The position of the trenches was surveyed by hand using 30m tapes and levels were 

taken of the trenches using a dumpy level. The recording was carried out in accordance 

with SCCAS guidelines. All records were created using SCCAS pro formas and 

photographs were taken of all trenches on 35mm monochrome print film and using high 

resolution digital photographs (314 dpi).  

 

No finds were retrieved and no samples were taken.  

5. Results  
 

No pre-modern features were encountered within the four excavated trenches. Trench 1 

contained modern disturbance at the south end and Trench 2 had a modern service 

running roughly parallel with the west edge and a modern pit. Trench 3 had been 

severely truncated by modern activity and also contained a north to south orientated 

modern service trench. Trench 4 contained a gas service pipe. The presence of these 

features was noted on the Trench Record Sheet forms. Topsoil/garden soil 0001 was 

pale grey silty sand to dark orange brown friable silty clay with occasional small flint 

nodule inclusions. Subsoil 0002 was pale yellow brown friable to compact silty clay with 

occasional small sub-rounded flint and chalk fragments. All modern features cut either 

the subsoil or the topsoil. The results of the trenches are summarized in Table 2 below.  

Trench Size 
(L x W x D) 

Orientation Topsoil 
depth 

Subsoil 
depth 

Modern features 

01 11m x 1.6m 
x 0.32m  

N-S 0.32m - Small modern oval pit with brick rubble debris at south end 
  

02 20m x 1.6m 
x 0.54m 

N–S  0.31m - Approximately N-S modern service on west edge of trench and an 
oval modern rubble-filled pit in the centre of the trench 

03 15m x 1.6m 
x 0.83m 

N-S 0.38m 0.31m Severe truncation by modern activity and pollution with demolition 
rubble within. Also a short linear area of modern activity probably 
a deeper aspect of the overlying modern material 

04 25m x 1.6m 
x 0.88m 

N-S 0.24m 0.52m One gas pipe running along the east edge of the trench 

Table 2. Trench Summary 

 

6.  Conclusions and recommendations for further work 
 

Although the background research highlighted a moderate potential for encountering 

Romano-British, Anglo-Saxon and medieval archaeology within the development at 
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Steeles Road, Woolpit, no evidence for pre-modern land use within the Phase 2 area 

was identified. This follows the pattern established by the Phase 1 evaluation, which 

also encountered solely modern deposits (Muldowney 2009). Despite the negative 

results of both the Phase 1 and Phase 2 evaluations, potential for finding archaeological 

remains in the area is still good, particularly in the Phase 4 and Phase 5 areas, which 

may retain remains along the frontage with Green Road to the north. 

 

It is worth reiterating here (see Muldowney 2009, SCCAS Report no. 2009/141) that 

1.3% of the Phase 1 area still requires evaluating, as and when the area becomes 

available. 

 

7.  Archive deposition 
 

Digital and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds 

T:\Arc\ALL_site\Woolpit\WPT 035 Steeles Road Phase 2 
 

8.  List of contributors and acknowledgements 
 

The evaluation was carried out by Mo Muldowney and Bill Brooks from Suffolk County 

Council Archaeological Service, Field Team. 

 

The project was directed by Mo Muldowney, and managed by Andrew Tester. 

 

Illustrations and graphics were produced by Crane Begg/Ellie HIllen/Gemma Adams. 

The report was edited by Richenda Goffin.  
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2009/141 Unpublished client report 
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Disclaimer
 
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of the Field 
Projects Team alone. Ultimately the need for further work will be determined by the Local Planning 
Authority and its Archaeological Advisors when a planning application is registered. Suffolk County 
Council’s archaeological contracting services cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to 
the clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report. 
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Appendix 1. Brief and Specification 
 
 

Brief and Specification for Trenched Evaluation 

LAND FRONTING GREEN ROAD, STEELES ROAD, ABBOTTS MEADOW, 
WOOLPIT, SUFFOLK 

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 for the erection of 46 affordable residential units and 5 free market 

residential units, a community room and on site provision of open space, and also associated car 
parking and landscaping (following demolition of 34 existing dwellings) on Land fronting Green 
Road, Steeles Road, Abbotts Meadow, Woolpit, Suffolk (TL 9751 6213), has been granted by Mid 
Suffolk District Council conditional upon an acceptable programme of archaeological work being 
carried out (application 2515/07). 

 
1.2 The proposed application area measures c. 1.39 ha., on the southern side of Woolpit (see 

accompanying plan).  It is situated on glaciofluvial drift and chalky till (deep well-drained sandy 
and coarse loamy soils) at c. 64 - 67.00m AOD. 

 
1.3 This application lies in an area of archaeological importance, recorded in the County Historic 

Environment Record, close to several Roman finds scatters that are indicative of further 
occupation deposits (WPT 001, WPT 009 and WPT 010). The site also has frontage on a historic 
routeway (Green Road). There is a strong possibility that Roman and medieval occupation 
deposits will be encountered at this location. The proposed works would cause significant ground 
disturbance that has potential to damage any archaeological deposit that exists. 

 
1.4 A linear trenched evaluation is required of the development area, before any groundworks take 

place. The results of this evaluation will enable the archaeological resource, both in quality and 
extent, to be accurately quantified, informing both development methodologies and mitigation 
measures. Decisions on the need for, and scope of, any further work 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 brief. 

 
1.5 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. 

 
1.6 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. 

 
1.7 In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 

this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the project. A Written 
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification 
of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted by the developers, 
or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council 
(Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work 
must not commence until this office has approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable 
to undertake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSI will provide the basis for 
measurable standards and will be used to satisfy the requirements of the planning condition. 
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1.8 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. 

 
1.9 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. 

 
1.10.1 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 [at the discretion of the developer]. 
 
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. 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:  Field Evaluation 
 
3.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is 695m2. These shall be 

positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate 
sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances 
can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of 386.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. The 
exact area and extent of the access road is undefined and this area will also need to be 
evaluated. 

 

1.8 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 thahhhhhhhhhhh t
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deposit whwhwhwhhhwhwhhhhwhwhhhhwhwhwhwhw iciciciciciciciciciciccicicccccccchhhhhhh hhh exexexexexexxexexexexexexxxexxexxexexeeexisiiiii ts; proposals for sampling should be discussed with the Conservation TeeTeTeTeTeeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeamamamamamamamaamamamamamaaamamamaamm ooooooooooooooooooooofffff fff ff fff
the Arrrrrrrrrrchchchchchchchchchchchchchchaeaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa ololololololooooooooloooo ogogogogogoogogogogoogggogggogiiiiiiiiciiii al Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

1.9 ThThThThThThThThThThThThThTThThhTThhhhT eee eeeeeee rerererererererereeereereereeeereeesssspssssssssssssss onsibility for identifying any constraints on field-work, e.g. Scheduled  d MoMoMoMoMoMoMoMoMoMooMooMMoMoMoMM nununununununnunununnnnununuuuuumemememememeemememememememememeeeeeememeeeennnntnnnnnnnnnnn  status, 
LLLLLiLLLLL ststststststtstststttststststsstedededededeedededededededdddddddee  Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation oorddrdrdrdrdrdrdrdrdddddrdererererererererereeerrrrs,s,s,s,s,s,s,,,,,,    SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS SSSSSSSISSSSSSSS s, wildlife 
sisisisisissisissssisssssss tetetetetetetetetet s &c., ecological considerations rests with the commissioning bodyydydydyydydyyyyydyyyyydyydyyyyyyy aa aa aa aaaaaaaaandndndndndndndndndndnnnnn  iiii iiiiiiiiii tststststststststststststststs archaeological
contractor. The existence and content of the archaeological brieeeeeeeeeeeef fffff f ffffff dodododododododododdodododdodododoodoesesesesesesseseseseseseseseseeseseseessesess nn nnn n n nn nnnnoootooooooooo  over-ride such
constraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 

1.10.1 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 [at the discretion of the developer]. u

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, anaaaaaaaaaaaa d the possible presence of masking 
colluvial/alluvial deposits. 

2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of envirororororororororororoororr nmnmnnnnnnmnnnnmenenenennenenenenenennneneneeeneeeeeeentatatatatatatatattatataaaaaaal lllll evidence.

2.5 Provide sufficient information to constrtrtrtrtrtrtrrrtt ucucucucucucucuucuccucuccucuuuuu tttt tttttttttttt ananannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn a a aaa aaaaaaaaaaaarcrcrcrcrcrcrcrcrrcrcrcrcrrrrrr haeological conservation strategy, dealing with
preservation, the recording of archaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaeoeoeoeoeoeoeoeeeeoee lolololololoolollolll gigigigigigigigigiigiigigiggggg cacacacacacacacacacacacacacacacaacaccaaal lllllllllll deposits, working practices, timetables and orders 
of cost. 

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

2.7 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 approroorooooooovevevevevevevevevevevevevevvvvvvvevvvvvevevvv d dddddddd evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the inststststtsttststststststststssss ananananananananaanaananananananaaaa ce 
of trencccccccccchihihihihihihiihihihihihiiihihihingngngngngngngngngnnnnnnnnnnn  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbeieieieieieieieieieieieieieeeeeeeeinnnngnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn  incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively the prprprprprprprprprprprprprpreseseseesesesesessesseeeseseese enenenennenneneneneneneeneeeeeeee cecececeecececeecececeececececececceccee 
of an n n n n n ararararararararararararaaa chchchcchchchchchcccccc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaaeaaaaeaeaeaeaaeaeeaeololololololololololoooo ogical deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on this ssssssssss bababbababababababababaaabasisisisisisisis s s s s s s ss sssss whwhwhwhwhwhwhwhwwwhhwhhwwhhwhwww en 
deedededeeeeedeeeeeeeeefififififififififffififfffifififfifffininnnnnnnnnnnn ngngngggngngngngnggnnngnnng t t t tt t tt t tttthehehehehehhehheheheheheheeh  final mitigation strategy.

2.99999999999 AA A AAAA A AA AAAAAAAn n n n nnnn n nnn nnnnnnnnn oooouooooooo tline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbeleeleleleleleleleeelele owowowowowowowowowwowow....  

3.333.3.3.3.3333.3.... S      pecification:  Field Evaluation

3.3 1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover 5% by area, which is sssssssssssssss 695m2. These shall be 
positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are thought to be the most appropriate 
sampling method. Trenches are to be a minimum of 1.80m wide unless special circumstances 
can be demonstrated; this will result in a minimum of 386.00m of trenching at 1.80m in width. The 
exact area and extent of the access road is undefined and this area will also need to be 
evaluated. 



3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20m 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). 

 
3.8 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. 

 
3.9 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 micromorphological and other 
pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriateness of the proposed strategies 
will be sought from J. Heathcote, 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. 

 
3.10 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. 

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

detector user. 
 
3.12 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed SCCAS/CT 

during the course of the evaluation). 
 
3.13 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. 

 
3.14 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. 

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

and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 

3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ at least 1.20m 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 topsosoooooooosooooooooooilililillilllililiilili  mm m m m mmmmmmmmmayayayayayayayayayayayayyayyyyyy b        e mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a back-acccccccctitititititititititiit ngngngngngngngngngngngngnngngngngngnngggg a aaaaa aaaaaaaaaarmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmrmmmmrmrmmmmmmmm 
and fitttttttttttttttttttttttttededededededededededededdddddddeddde  www wwwwwwwwitititititititittittitittiti h hhh h hhhhhhhh aaaaa aaa toothless bucket, down to the interface layer between topsoil and subssssoioioioioioioioioioioioioiioo l llllllll ll ooooooorooorororooo  oooooooooooooooththththththththththththhhhhtthhttt er 
visisisisisisisisissiissisiblblblblblblblbblbblblbbblbbbbbbb eee eeeeee ararararararrararararrarraarrrchchchchchhchchchchchchchchchchhhhhchcc aaaaea ological surface.  All machine excavation is to be under the direeeectctctctctctctctcttctctctctcttcttcttctcc  c c c cc ccc cconononononnononononooooooo trtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrttrrrrolooolololoooolooollo  and 
sususususususussusususususuuuuuusupepepepepepepepepeppepppepepppepepp rvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvrvvrvvrvvvvvvvvvvisisisisisisisisisisississssioii n of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeologgggggggggggggggiccicccccccccccccicalalalalalalalalalaalalaalala  m m m m mm m mmmmmmmmmatatatatatatatatattattatatataa ererereeereererereererererereeeereeee ial. 

3.3.3.3.3.3.3.3.33.3333.33333 44444444444 T T TT T TTT TTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheheheheh  top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, buububububububuuubububuuuuububububuubbubut tt tttt t tttt mumumumummmummummmmmmumm stststststststststttttttstsstts  t t t t ttt tt t tttthehehehehehhehhh n be cleaned 
off by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeologgggggggggicicicicicicicicicccicicicicalalalalalalalalaaalalalaal dd ddddddddddepepepepepepepepepeppppeppepppeeepepeepeeeepososososososososososooosooooo iiitiiiiii s will be done by 
hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidenceeeeeeeeeeee b b b bbbb bbb bbbb b bbbby y y y yy y yy y yyy yyyyyy y uusususususususususussussusuu iiing a machine. The 
decision as to the proper method of excavation will be made by the seeeeeeeenninininininninininniiin or 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).

3.8 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvidididididddiddididididdidideneeeeeeeeeeeeeee ce for the period, depth and nature of any 
archaeological deposit. The depth and natureeereereeee oooo oo o oooooof fffff ffffffffffffff ococoocoooooooooooooollllllllllllllllllllluvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuvuuuuvuvuvuvuvuvvial or other masking deposits must be
established across the site. 

3.9 Archaeological contexts should, wheeeeeeeeererererererererereeeeeeeeee p p p p p p pp pp pppppposososososososossssssssssssssissisisisisisisssssssssss blblblblblblblblblbbbbbblblbbblbbbbbb e, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental remains. 
Best practice should allow for sammmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmplplplpplplplpplplplplplp ininininininnnninnggg ggggg ofofofofofofofofofofofofofoooof i i iiii i ii iiiiiiinnnntnnnnnnnn erpretable and datable archaeological deposits and 
provision should be made for thihihihihihihihihihiihihihihihihihhihihhis.s.s.s.s.s.ss.s.s.ss.s. TTTTTTTTTTTTheheheheheheheheheheheheheheeeee c c c c ccc cccccccontractor shall show what provision has been made for r
environmental assessment ooooooooooooooof ff fff f fffffffff ththththththththhthtththhthhhhhththt e e e ee e sissisisisisiisisisisssssssssiitetetetetetetettetttttt  and must provide details of the sampling strategies for 
retrieving artefacts, biologiciciciciccicicccccccalalalalalalalalallaaaaaaalaa     r  emains (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 J. Heathcote, 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. 

3.10 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 f
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

3.11 Metal detectooooooooooor searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced mmmmmmmmmeteeeeeeeeee al 
detector useseseseeseeeeeeeees r.r.r.r.r.r.r.r.rr.rrr.r.r.rrr  

3.12 All finnnnnnnnnnndsdsdsdsdsdssdsdsdsdsddsdsss wwww wwililililillililililii l llllllllll bebebebebebebebebebbebbbb  collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreedddddddddd SSSSSSSSSSSSSCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCASASASASASASASASASASASAASAAASSAAASSSSAS/C////////////// T
duudududuuuuuduuuuuuuuriririririririrririrrriririrrirrinngngngngngnngnngnggngngngngngg t t t t t tttthehehehehehehehehehehhheheeheh  course of the evaluation). 

3.131313131313133131313133 HHHHHHHH HHHHHHHHumumumumumumumumummumumuuuuuuuuuu an remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage ororororororororrorrorrooooooo  d d d d d d d dddddesesesesesesesesssese ecececececececececccecececececeeeecrarararararararaararararaarrararaaraar tttttittttttttt on are to be u
exexexeexeeexeeee pected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a rrrrrrrrrreqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeqeeeeeqqeeeeqeqeqeeeequiuiuiuiuiuiuiuiuuiuuiuiuuuuuu rerererererererereeeeemememememememememememememememememement of satisfactory 
evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be awarrrrrrrrrreeeeeee e ee eeee oofofofofofofofoffoofooooooooo , ananananananannananaaaaaaaaaannaaannandddddddd dddddddd comply with, the 
provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

3.14 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. 

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



 
3.16 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 

sequential backfilling of excavations. 
 
3.17 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. 
 
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.  
 

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

3.17 Trenches s s ss sssssss shshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshshhhhhouououuououououououo ldldldldldldlddddldddldldllllldd  n   ot be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. 

4. Genenennenenenenenennnnennnennnnenennnerereereereeeeee alalalalalalallalallaa  MM M MMM MMM MM MMMMMMMMMMMaaaaanaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa agement

4.1 A AAAAAAAAAA titiitititititititititititittimemememememeemememeeemememmem table for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stageeeeeeeeeeee oo o o o oo ooooooffffff fffffff wowowowowowowowwowowoooorkrkrkrkrkrkkkkrkkkkrkrkkrkk cc c cccc c ccc ccccommences, 
ininininininnininininininnnnclclclclclclcllclcluuding monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor wilililiilllllllli l ll l ll lllll gigigigigigigigiigigigiggiggiggg vevevvvvvvvevvvvvve nn nnn nnnnnnnnnnnnnnotototototototototoooooo  llllless than five r
days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangngngngngnggngngngnggngngemememememeemememememememeemmememmmmmmenenenenenenneneneneneneneneneeneneneennenenntststststststststststtststtstttss ffffff ffffffffffffffor 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 sererrrrrerrrrerrerrrerrrvivivivivivviviviviviviviivv ceccceccceccccccccc s has taken place.  The responsibility for 
this rests with the archaeological contractor. 

4.6 The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Stananananananananananannnnnnanaa dadadadadadadadadadddadadadadaddadadaaaadadaardrdrdrdrrdrdrdrdrdrdddrdddrrdd aa a aa a aaaaaa aaaaandnndndndndndndnndndn  Guidance for archaeological field evaluation
(revised 2001) should be used for adadadadadadadadadadddddadddddididididididididididdiddididititititittitttitititttttt ononononononnononnnonnnnonnnnnalalalalalalalalalalalalllalalalaalaaa  guidance in the execution of the project and in 
drawing up the report. 

5. Report Requirements 

5.1 An archive of all records and fffifffffff nds 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 ssssssssss established. 

5.5 Reports ssss s ssss ss onononoonononononnononnonnnnnnnnnn sssssssssssssssspepepepepepepepeppepepeeeeeeeeepepepeccccicccccccccccccccccc fic areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit assesssssssssssssssssssssssssssmemmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm ntntntnttnttntntntntntnntnnnnnnnn  o oo o oo o o o ooooooooooofff ffffffffffff
poteeentntntntntntntnntntntiaiaiaiaiaaiaaiaiaiaaaaaalllllllll lllllll fofofofofooooooooor rr rrrrrrrrrrrr aanaaaaaaaaaaaaaa alysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include non-teeeeeechchchchchchchchchhhchninininininninniiiinnn cacacacacaacacaacacaaaacacaal l l l l l l lll
susuuuuuuuuuuuuuuuummmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm arararrrarararrrrarra ieieiiieieieieeieiieiieieeeees.ssssssssssss   

5.6 66 6 66 6 6666 ThThThThhThThThThThThThThThTThTThhheee eeeeeeeeee Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archhchchchchchhchchchhhhchchccccccc aeaeaeaeaeaeaeaeeaaea ololooloololololooooo ogogogogogogogogogoggogogogoggoggogogiciciciciciciciciciccicicciiiiiii al evidence, 
inininininininininiinniii cluding an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered frfrfrfrfrfrfrfrfrffrfrfrrrfffrrrromomomomomomomomomomomomomomomomooo  ppppppppppppppppppppalalalalalaalalalaalalaaaala aaaeaaaaaaaaa osols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeolololololoolollolololooolo oooogoogooooogoooooooo icccccccccccccccccccccccccalalalalalalaalaalalaalaaaaaaall ppppppotential of the site,
and the significance of that potential in the context of the Regional ReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReReeRR sesesesesesesessesesesseseseses aara ch 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 The project manager should consult the SCC Archive Guidelines 2008 and also the County HER 

Officer regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, 
organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the archive. 

 
5.12 The WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this project with 

the Archaeology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to ensure 
the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html). 

 
5.13 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition of 

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

 
5.14 The site archive is to be deposited with the County HER within three months of the completion of 

fieldwork.  It will then become publicly accessible. 
 
5.15 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavation) a 

summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology in 
Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeology, must be prepared. It 
should be included in the project report, or submitted to SCCAS/CT, by the end of the calendar 
year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

 
5.16 County HER sheets must be completed, as per the County HER manual, for all sites where 

archaeological finds and/or features are located. 
 
5.17 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. 

 
5.18 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. 

 
5.19 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County HER. This 

should include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be 
included with the archive). 
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Suffolk IP33 2AR       Tel:   01284 352197 
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5.13 Every effort must be made to get the agreement of the landowner/developer to the deposition of 
the finds with the County HER or a museum in Suffolk which satisfies Museum and Galleries
Commission requirements, as an indissoluble part of the full site archive.  If this is not achievable
for all or parts of the finds archive then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. 
photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.  If the County HER is the repository for finds 
there will be a charge made for storage, and it is presumed that this will also be true for storage
of the archive in a museum.

5.14 The site archive is to be deposited with the County HER within three months of the completion of 
fieldwork.  It will then become publicly accessible. 
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5.17 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.

5.18 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. 

5.19 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County HER. This 
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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. 
 
 
 
 

This brief and specififfffffffff cation remains valid for six months from the above date.  If work is not 
carried out in full wiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwiwwwiwwwwwwwiwwww ttthtttttttttttt in that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notifieddeddedddedddddddddddd 
and a revised brbrrrbrrbrrrrrrieieieieeeieieieieeeieieieeeieefffff fffffffffffffffffff ananannananananananananaannaaand ddd ddd ddd dddddddd specification may be issued. 

If tttttttttttttttttthehehehehehehehheheheh  wwwww wwwwwwwworororrororororororoooororoooo k kkk k kkk k kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk dddddeddddd fined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeologicacacacaaacaacacacccacccaccccal l l ll ll ll llll wowowowowowowoooooooooooorkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrkrrkkrrkrrk rr r r rrrrr rrrrrrrrrrrrequired 
bybybybybybybybybybbybybbbbybbybybybbbybybyb  a  PPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPPlaalalalalalalalalalallalalaaanning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservrvrvrvrvvvrvrvrvvvvvvrvrvvvvvvvrvvatatatatatatatatatatatatataataaaaattta ioioioioioiiion n n n n n n nnn nnn TeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTeTTTTTTT am of the
ArArArArArArArArArAArAAArrrrrchchchchchchhchchchchhhhhhhchcchccccccchc aaaaeaaaaaaaaa ological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the respooooooooooooooonsnsnsnsnsnsnssnnsnssnsnnssibibibibibibibbbbbbbililililillilililililililililiilillililllititititititititiitttiitittiti y yyyyyyyyyy for advising 
ththththththhththhththhhthththtththhe eeeeeeeeeee appropriate Planning Authority. 



Appendix 2.  Context List 
Context Trench Category  Type Basic Description Depth 

(max.) 
Interpretation 

0001 1 – 4 Deposit Topsoil Pale grey silty sand to dark 
orange brown friable silty clay  

0.38m Garden soil / 
topsoil 

0002 1 – 4   Deposit Subsoil Pale yellow brown friable to 
compact silty clay 

0.52m Subsoil 

Appendix 2.  Context List 
Context Trench CaCaCaCaCaCCCaCCCCCCCCCCCC tegory Type Basic Description Depth

(max.) 
Interpretationnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 

0001 1 – 4 44444 44 DeDeDeDeDeDeDeDeeDeDeeDeDeDeDeDeDDDeD popopopopppppppppppp sit Topsoil Pale grey silty sand to dark 
orange brown friable silty clay  

0.38m Gardenenennnnnnnnnn s s s s s ssssss sssssoioioioioioiooioooioooioio l llll / 
topsssssssssssssssssoioooooooooooo l llllllllll

0002 1 111111 1 1 111111111 – –––––––––––– 4 44444444444444444   Deposit Subsoil Pale yellow brown friable to 
compact silty clay 

0.52m SuSuSuSuSuSuuSuuSuSuuuuuSuSubsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbsbbsbsbssssbsbb oiooioioioioioioioioo l lll l llllll lll


