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SUMMARY 

 

Project Name:  Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site Plot 920 

Location:  Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk 

NGR:   589603 264289 

Type:   Evaluation 

Date:   23-25 May 2018 

Planning Reference: DC/18/0034/FUL 

Location of Archive: To be deposited with Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service 

Site Code:  RGH100 

 

 

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology in May 2018 at 

Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site Plot 920, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk. Twelve trenches 

were excavated. 

 

Four undated ditches were identified during the evaluation. The general lack of dating 

evidence perhaps suggests that the ditches represent historic field system boundaries away 

from any foci of settlement. A small assemblage of un-stratified prehistoric flint was 

recovered from across the Site. 

 

The large pit encountered in Trench 64 is likely to be a quarry pit for extracting local sand or 

clay. Similar pits have been identified during other phases of evaluation work within the 

vicinity of the Site and are thought to be relatively modern in date. 

 

The Site was largely devoid of any material associated with the former airfield, the exception 

being the clinker drain and concrete pipe encountered within Trenches 61 and 62. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 In May 2018 Cotswold Archaeology (CA) carried out an archaeological evaluation 

for CgMs at Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site Plot 920, Bury St Edmunds, 

Suffolk (centred at NGR: 589603 264289; Fig. 1).  

 

1.2 The evaluation was undertaken to accompany a planning application 

(DC/18/0034/FUL) for construction of agricultural dealership building with associated 

offices, servicing and repairs of agricultural machinery, parking, access, cleaning 

facility and outside storage and display areas of agricultural machinery for sale (sui 

generis use) and construction of new access road with cycle ways and footpaths, 

pumping station, substation and associated landscaping. 

 

1.3 Previous evaluations had been undertaken by CA (2016b, 2017a-c, 2018) and 

Oxford Archaeology (2018) within, and to the south-west, and east of the site. The 

trial trenching was informed by a Desk Based Assessment undertaken by CgMs 

(2016), and a geophysical survey undertaken by SUMO (2017). A trial trench 

evaluation was previously undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology in April 2017 (CA 

2017b & c), with the current phase of trenching representing a subsequent phase of 

these works. 

 

1.4 The evaluation was carried out in accordance with a brief for archaeological 

evaluation prepared by Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service (SCCAS) the 

archaeological advisors to the St Edmundsbury Borough Council and with a 

subsequent detailed Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) produced by CA (2018b) 

and approved by SCCAS.  

 

1.5 The fieldwork also followed Standard and guidance: Archaeological field evaluation 

(CIfA 2014), Suffolk County Council Requirements for a trenched archaeological 

evaluation 2017 (Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service 2017) and Standards 

for Field Archaeology in the East of England (EEA 2003), the Management of 

Archaeological Projects 2 (English Heritage 1991), the Management of Research 

Projects in the Historic Environment (MORPHE): Project Manager’s Guide (EH 

2006). The trial trench evaluation was managed for Cotswold Archaeology (CA) by 

Ray Kennedy, ACiFA, Assistant Project Manager. The work was monitored by Peter 

Reeves of CgMs on behalf of the client, and by Rachael Abraham on behalf of SCC. 
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All machined trenches were backfilled, and reinstatement was completed to the 

satisfaction of all parties concerned. 

 

The site 
 

1.3 The proposed development area is approximately 1.2ha, and comprises a roughly 

triangular area of agricultural land which is part of the eastern portion of the former 

RAF Bury St Edmunds Airbase. It is bordered to the north by the newly constructed 

Bury St. Edmonds Eastern Relief Road, to the east by Woodlands Road, a remnant 

of the airfield perimeter trackway and a small patch of woodland. To the south and 

south east are various industrial units while the western boundary is defined by Fred 

Castle Way. The site lies at approximately 63m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) and 

is largely flat. 

 

1.4 The underlying bedrock geology of the area is mapped as chalk of the Lewes 

Nodular, Seaford, Newhaven and Culver formations, formed approximately 72-94 

million years ago in the Cretaceous Period in warm chalk seas. Superficial deposits 

of Diamicton of the Lowestoft Formation are also recorded. These are sedimentary 

deposits of glacial origin were formed up to two million years ago (BGS, 2018). The 

geology encountered during the evaluation was consistent with these superficial 

deposits. 

2. ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 

2.1 The following is a summary of information provided in the desk based assessment, 

(Fletcher 2016, and CgMs 2016) which was prepared to inform the development 

proposals, as well as more detailed results from evaluations performed by CA in 

November 2016, April, June, and July 2017, and January 2018 (CA 2016, 2017a-c, 

2018a) to the south and east of the site, and Suffolk Archaeology (2015a-c) to the 

north of the Site. A number of archaeological works are ongoing within the 

immediate vicinity of the site, so the archaeological background provided here will 

inevitably require subsequent updating. 

  

 Prehistoric period (to AD 43) 

2.2  The Site occupies the crest of a south-facing slope (at c. 60m aOD), which 

overlooks land that gradually descends towards the valley of the River Lark to the 

south and south-west. This topographic context was typically favoured by prehistoric 

settlers, providing free draining soils which are easily cultivated. However, 
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throughout East Anglia, evidence for early prehistoric occupation in the region is 

limited (Medlycott 2011). Mesolithic worked flints recovered from plough soil have 

been found south of the Site, which were concentrated on similar south-facing 

slopes. (RGH 048) The presence of the large collections of flints from just below the 

crest of a south-facing slope supports the suggestion that such locations were 

favoured by early settlement and agricultural exploitation. Given the proximity of the 

Site to these recovered assemblages, isolated finds elsewhere to the south and the 

Site’s prevailing topography, there is some potential for the presence of flint 

artefacts within the Site. 

 

2.3  An evaluation to the north of the Site identified a ‘sparse archaeological horizon’ 

comprising the dispersed remains of 16 pits or postholes, eight ditches, and an 

assemblage of Middle Iron Age pottery. (Suffolk Archaeology 2015c) (RGH 066) 

These remains appear primarily to relate to Iron Age agricultural activity, rather than 

evidence of settlement.  

  

 Romano-British (AD 43 to 410) 

2.4 In contrast to the widespread evidence of Iron Age (and earlier) activity in the wider 

landscape, evidence for Roman period activity is relatively limited, and appears to 

have been focused c. 4km to the south-east of the Site on the lower ground of the 

Lark Valley. Remains include the Eastlow Hill Tumulus and the remains of a Roman 

period building to the south-west of Lake Farm. 

 

2.5 Elsewhere, two shallow pits of Roman date, and a find of Roman pottery have been 

recorded to the north of the Site (SCCAS, 2005, BRG 027). Additionally, Roman 

period artefacts have also been recorded through the Portable Antiquities Scheme 

to the north-west of the Site.  

 

 Early medieval and medieval (AD 410 – 1539) 

2.6  The Site is likely to have comprised part of the agricultural hinterland of nearby 

settlements throughout the early medieval period. Settlements surrounding the Site 

recorded in the Domesday Survey include Rougham, Rushbrooke and Thurston. 

These all appear to be large settlements whose lord or overlord in 1066 (and later in 

1086) was the Abbey of St Edmunds. It is likely that during the later medieval period, 

the Site comprised agricultural land belonging to the Manor of Eldhawe (as part of 

the Eldo Estate). 
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2.7  During the medieval period, a number of settlement foci emerged within the wider 

landscape, including establishments associated with monks of the Benedictine order 

who settled in Bury St Edmunds in AD 1020. Between 1100 and 1300 the Abbey 

grew in strength, although long-standing issues between the town of Bury St 

Edmunds and the Abbey led to a revolt in 1327, during which the manor houses 

owned by the Abbots were burnt down. Investigations at Eldo House Farm identified 

features relating to a possible monastic grange, c. 580m west of the site. The 

remains included two walls formed of bonded flint, which possibly related to a 

structure associated with the grange. 

 

 Post-medieval and modern periods (1539 to present) 

2.8  The Site and its surrounding environs remained predominantly agricultural during 

the post-medieval period. The results of previous investigations in the wider area 

confirm this, indicating the removal of a number of hedgerows to enlarge fields. 

Mapping indicates a dispersed settlement pattern within the wider area, focused for 

example, on Eldo House Farm and Catsale, with the surrounding land, including the 

Site, forming part of their agricultural hinterland. This remains the prevailing 

landscape until the development of Rougham airfield during the Second World War.  

 

2.9 The airfield was built during 1941 - 1942 and opened in September 1942 and 

comprised three intersecting concrete runways with the main runway comprising a 

length of 2,000 yards which was aligned approximately east/west. Designed for a 

United States Army Air Force (USAAF) bomber group; fifty concrete hard-standings 

were constructed off the encircling perimeter track. Two T2-type hangars were also 

erected, one on each side of the airfield. The technical site was located on the 

southern side of the A14 and most of the living quarters were dispersed in woodland 

south of the main road around the village of Rougham. Accommodation was 

provided for some 3,000 personnel in Nissen and other temporary type buildings. 

Douglas "Havoc" A-20’s, Martin B-26B/C Marauders and Boeing B-17 Flying 

Fortress’ type aircraft were flown from the airfield between 1942 and 1945. 

Countless missions were flown from the airfield during this period with several 

accounts worthy of mention; on 17 May 1943, 11 B-26 aircraft flew on a bombing 

mission to the Netherlands from which none of the aircraft penetrating the enemy 

coast returned and 60 crewmen were lost to flak and interceptors. On 29 May 1943, 

a B-26 crashed onto the airfield killing all the crew and damaging one of the T-2 type 

hangars.  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Army_Air_Forces
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/A14_road_(England)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Douglas_DB-7
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Martin_B-26_Marauder
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boeing_B-17_Flying_Fortress
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boeing_B-17_Flying_Fortress
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2.10 After the war, the airfield was returned to the Royal Air Force in December 1945. On 

11 September 1946, the facility was turned over to the Air Ministry and it was left 

unused for several months before being closed in 1948. With the end of military 

control, Bury St Edmunds airfield's concreted areas were broken up with most of the 

site being returned to agriculture. The old technical site has been developed into the 

Rougham Industrial Estate. One of the T2 hangars is still in use, for storage. 

Vestiges of the airfield survive including the control tower (now a museum) and 

small remnants of concrete infrastructure including part of the perimeter trackway 

which defines the eastern boundary of the Site. Just beyond this trackway an intact 

concrete bunker survives in the undergrowth which has been identified as a Battle 

HQ building (Subterranea Britannica, 2011).  

 

 Geophysical Survey 

2.11 A geophysical survey of the site by SUMO services (SUMO, 2017) indicated 

anomalies of archaeological interest within the current site; only one of these 

features was identified within the subsequent trenching and is discussed below. 

 

 Recent Works 

2.12 An archaeological evaluation was undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology in April 

2017 at Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk (CA, 

2017b, RGH096), which included TR 22-27 within the current site, revealed a 

residual surface find assemblage of worked flint recovered from the topsoil in Field  

3.  

 

2.13 The partial exposure of a large circular anomaly identified during the geophysical 

survey was found within Trench 27 and is likely to represent a backfilled pit or bomb 

crater containing WW2 airfield debris. The feature was located in close proximity to 

the location of former aircraft dispersal points or hard-standings. No evidence was 

found of this former concrete hard-standings associated with the WW2 airfield. 

These substantial wartime features would have been located in the vicinity of 

several of the evaluation trenches (Trenches 23, 24, 26 and 27) but were completely 

removed during the post-war modern period;  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Air_Ministry
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3. AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 

3.1  The objectives of the evaluation were to provide information about the 

archaeological resource within the site, including its presence/absence, character, 

extent, date, integrity, state of preservation and quality, approximate form and 

purpose of any archaeological deposit, together with its likely extent, localised depth. 

It will also evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, the possible presence of 

masking colluvial/alluvial deposits and establish the potential for the survival of 

environmental evidence. It should also provide sufficient information to construct an 

archaeological conservation strategy, dealing with preservation, the recording of 

archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and orders of cost. In 

accordance with Standard and guidance: Archaeological field evaluation (CIfA 

2014), the evaluation has been designed to be minimally intrusive and minimally 

destructive to archaeological remains. The information gathered will enable Suffolk 

County Council Archaeological Service the archaeological advisor to St 

Edmondsbury Council to identify and assess the particular significance of any 

heritage asset, consider the impact of the proposed development upon it, and to 

avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage asset’s conservation and any aspect 

of the development proposal, in line with the National Planning Policy Framework 

(DCLG 2012). 

 

3.2  The results have been considered with reference to Research and Archaeology 

revisited: A Framework for the East of England (Medlycott 2011). 

4. METHODOLOGY 

4.1 The fieldwork comprised the excavation of 12 trenches (8no. approximately 1.8x30m 

and 4no. approximately 1.8x15m) in the locations shown on the attached plan (Fig. 

2). The position of multiple trenches was modified on Site due to the presence of an 

electricity cable running approximately parallel to the eastern Site boundary. Trench 

61 was cut short due to the presence of asbestos. Trenches were set out on OS 

National Grid (NGR) co-ordinates using Leica GPS and surveyed in accordance with 

CA Technical Manual 4 Survey Manual. 

 

4.2 All trenches were excavated by mechanical excavator equipped with a toothless 

grading bucket. All machine excavation was undertaken under constant 

archaeological supervision to the top of the first significant archaeological horizon or 

the natural substrate, whichever was encountered first. Where archaeological 
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deposits were encountered they were excavated by hand in accordance with CA 

Technical Manual 1: Fieldwork Recording Manual. 

 

4.3 Deposits were assessed for their palaeoenvironmental potential in accordance with 

CA Technical Manual 2: The Taking and Processing of Environmental and Other 

Samples from Archaeological Sites - no deposits were identified that required 

sampling. All artefacts recovered were processed in accordance with Technical 

Manual 3 Treatment of Finds Immediately after Excavation. 

 

4.4 The archive and artefacts from the evaluation are currently held by CA at their 

offices in Andover. Subject to the agreement of the legal landowner the artefacts will 

be deposited with Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service, along with the site 

archive. A summary of information from this project, set out within Appendix C, will 

be entered onto the OASIS online database of archaeological projects in Britain. 

  

5. RESULTS (FIGURES 2-5)  

5.1 This section provides an overview of the evaluation results; detailed summaries of 

the recorded contexts and finds are to be found in Appendices A and B respectively. 

Trenches were numbered to provide continuity with previous phases of evaluation. 

 

5.2 The natural geological substrate of mid-brownish red sandy clay with sand, gravels 

and chalk patches was encountered consistently across the Site at depths varying 

between 0.46 and 0.79m below present ground level. This was typically overlain by 

mid-red/brown sand/silt subsoil which was in turn overlain by mid-grey/brown 

sand/silt topsoil.  

 

5.3 Trenches 59, 60, 63, 65, 66, 68, 69, and 70 were devoid of any archaeological 

features. 

 

5.4 Worked flint was recovered from the topsoil or subsoil Trenches 63, 64 and 66. 

 

 Trench 61 (Figures 2 & 3) 
 

5.4 A mid grey/brown sand/silt topsoil 6100 was encountered overlying two subsoil 

layers, a mid-orange/brown silt/sand 6101 and a mid-red/brown silt/sand 6102. 
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Natural geology of mid-brown/orange sand/clay, chalk patches and flints 6102 was 

encountered at a depth of 0.71m below present ground level. 

 

5.5 A NW-SE aligned ditch 6104 was recorded cutting the natural substrate. It had 

steeply sloping sides, a flat base and overall depth of 0.17m. It contained a single, 

naturally accumulated fill of light grey/brown silt/sand 6105 and did not contain any 

dateable material. 

 

5.6 Modern disturbance was also noted within the trench, most significantly a large 

clinker-filled drain, presumably associated with the former airfield. This appears to 

correspond with a linear anomaly seen in the geophysics alongside the eastern 

boundary of the Site. 

 
 Trench 62 (Figures 2 & 4) 
 

5.7 Natural geology of a mid-brown/red sand/clay with chalk patches 6202 was identified 

at a depth of 0.79m below present ground surface. This was sealed below a 

possible made ground layer 6203 of up to 0.09m thickness in the northern part of the 

trench which contained occasional CBM fragments. This deposit may be associated 

with earthmoving prior to construction of the airfield. 6203 was overlain by mid-

red/brown silt/sand subsoil 6201 which directly overlay 6202 in the southern part of 

the trench. This was in turn sealed below mid-grey/brown silt/sand topsoil 6200 of 

0.34m thickness. 

 

5.8 Two ditches were identified cutting the natural substrate. The northern-most, 6204 
was aligned NW-SE and contained steeply sloping concave sides and a flat base. 

The base was not fully exposed within the intervention due to the overall depth of 

the trench. Ditch 6204 contained a single secondary fill of dark brown/red sand/clay 

6205. It contained a single fragment of probable post-medieval tile. 

 

5.9 The southern-most ditch 6206 was aligned NW-SE, broadly parallel to 6204. It had 

moderately sloping sides with a sharp break of slope at a flat base. It contained a 

single secondary fill of light grey/brown silt/sand 6207 which did not contain any 

dateable material. 

 

5.10 A continuation of the modern clinker drain identified in Trench 61 was also located 

within Trench 62. 
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 Trench 64 (Figs 2 & 5) 
 

5.11 Natural geology of mid brownish orange clayey sand and chalk patches was 

encountered at a depth of 0.47m. This was sealed below a mid-greyish brown top 

soil 6400 and mid-yellow/brown silt/sand subsoil 6401. Worked flint was recovered 

from the topsoil of this trench. 

 

5.12 A large feature 6403 sub-circular in plan and approximately 7m in diameter was 

identified cutting 6402. Its depth was not fully determined but was demonstrated to 

be greater than 1.2m below present ground level. It contained a single homogenous 

fill of mid-grey/brown silt/sand with rare flints and charcoal fragments but no 

dateable material. It seems likely to be a quarry pit for extraction of local sands and 

clays. 

 

 Trench 67 (Figures 2 & 5) 
 

5.13 A mid-grey/brown sandy silt topsoil 6700 of 0.32m thickness was recorded overlying 

mid-yellow/brown sand/silt subsoil 6701, which in turn overlay the natural substrate 

of mid-brown/orange clay/sand with chalk patches 6702 encountered at a depth of 

0.46m.  

 

5.14 This was cut by ditch terminal 6703 which had steeply sloping concave sides and a 

flat base. It contained a single fill of mid-grey/brown sand/clay with rare charcoal 

flecks 6704 but no dateable material. 

 

6. THE FINDS 

6.1 Artefactual material recovered from the evaluation is listed in Appendix B and 

discussed further below. Artefactual material was hand-recovered from five deposits. 

Quantities of the artefact types are given in Appendix B.  

 

 Flint 

6.2 Five items of prehistoric worked flint (68g) were recovered from four (topsoil or 

subsoil) deposits. The group comprises four flakes and one tool; all are 

characterised by pronounced bulbs and ripples which can be indicative of hard 

hammer percussion. An end-scraper was recovered from topsoil deposit 6600. The 
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group is entirely redeposited and all pieces exhibit edge damage. The group cannot 

be closely dated. 

 

 CBM 

6.3 A single item of ceramic building material, a fragment (78g) of flat tile of medieval or 

later date , was recovered from ditch 6204 (fill 6205). 

 

7. DISCUSSION 

7.1 Four ditches were identified during the evaluation. Of these three were undated and 

the fourth 6204 contained a single fragment of probable post medieval tile, although 

this single artefact alone is not sufficient to be confident of a post-medieval date for 

the ditch as it may be intrusive. The general lack of dating evidence perhaps 

suggests that the ditches represent historic field system boundaries away from any 

foci of settlement. Although any further certainty of their date was not possible to 

determine. 

 

7.2 The large pit encountered in Trench 64 is likely to be a quarry pit for extracting local 

sand or clay. Similar pits have been identified during other phases of evaluation 

work within the vicinity of the Site and are thought to be relatively modern in date, or 

even to potentially represent naturally in-filled sinkholes after the subsidence of 

underlying chalk geology. It seems relatively unlikely that it relates to wartime activity 

as if that was the case, it might be expected that they contain some degree of 

modern material. 

 

7.3 The Site was largely devoid of any material associated with the former airfield, the 

exception being the clinker drain and concrete pipe encountered within Trenches 61 

and 62. 

  

8. CA PROJECT TEAM  

Fieldwork was undertaken by Sam Wilson, assisted by Agata Kowalska and 

Keighley Wasenczuk. The report was written by Sam Wilson. The finds report was 

written by Katie Marsden and the illustrations were prepared by Esther Escudero. 

The archive has been compiled by Sam Wilson, and prepared for deposition by 

Hazel O’Neill. The project was managed for CA by Ray Kennedy. 
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APPENDIX A: CONTEXT DESCRIPTIONS 

 
Trench No. Context No. Type Fill of Context interpretation Description L (m) W (m) D (m) 

59 5900 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >29.5 >2 0-0.23 

59 5901 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown sandy silt with flint >29.5 >2 0.23-

 
59 5902 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >29.5 >2 0.47-

 
60 6000 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >30 >2 0-0.2 

60 6001 Layer  Subsoil Mid orange brown silty sand with flint >30 >2 0.2-

 
60 6002 Layer  Natural Mid brownish orange sandy clay with flint >30 >2 0.55-

 
61 6100 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >29.7 >2 0-0.3 

61 6101 Layer  Subsoil Mid orange brown silty sand with flint >29.7 >2 0.3-

 
61 6102 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >21.7 >2 0.51-

 
61 6103 Layer  Natural Mid brownish orange sandy clay with flint >21.7 >2 0.71-

 
61 6104 Cut  Ditch Linear in plan with steeply sloping sides and flat base >2 0.77 0.17 

61 6105 Fill 6104 Ditch Light greyish brown silty sand with flint >2 0.77 0.17 

62 6200 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint >27.8 >2 0-0.34 

62 6201 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >27.8 >2 0.34-

 
62 6202 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >27.8 >2 0.79-

 
62 6203 Layer  Made Ground Mid greenish grey silty sand with CBM frags, only present in N of trench >10 >2 0.7-

 
62 6204 Cut  Ditch Linear in plan with steeply sloping concave sides and flat base >2 0.9 0.32+ 

62 6205 Fill 6204 Ditch Dark brownish red sandy clay with flint >2 0.9 0.32+ 

62 6206 Cut  Ditch Linear in plan with moderately sloping sides and a flat base >2.2 0.96 0.3 

62 6207 Fill 6206 Ditch Light greyish brown silty sand with flint >2.2 0.96 0.3 

63 6300 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >17.6 >2 0-0.3 

63 6301 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >17.6 >2 0.3-

 
63 6302 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >17.6 >2 0.58-

 
64 6400 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >15.8

 
>2 0-0.33 

64 6401 Layer  Subsoil Mid yellowish brown silty sand with flint >15.8
 

>2 0.33-
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64 6402 Layer  Natural Mid brownish orange clayey sand with flint >15.8

 
>2 0.47-

 
64 6403 Cut  Quarry Pit Sub oval in plan with irregular sides. Not fully excavated. 6.95 >2 >1.2 

64 6404 Fill 6403 Quarry Pit Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint and charcoal 6.95 >2 >1.2 

65 6500 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silt with flint >15.1 >2 0-0.2 

65 6501 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint and chalk >15.1 >2 0.2-

 
65 6502 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >15.1 >2 0.5-

 
66 6600 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint >15.9 >2 0-0.3 

66 6601 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >15.9 >2 0.3-

 
66 6602 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with sand and flint >15.9 >2 0.6-

 
67 6700 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown sandy silt with flint >27.5 >2 0-0.32 

67 6701 Layer  Subsoil Mid yellowish brown sandy silt with flint >27.5 >2 0.32-

 
67 6702 Layer  Natural Mid brownish orange clayey sand with sand, flint and chalk patches >27.5 >2 0.46-

 
67 6703 Cut  Ditch Terminal Linear in plan with steeply sloping concave sides, flat base and well 

defined terminal 
>1.58 0.8 0.21 

67 6704 Fill 6703 Ditch Terminal Mid greyish brown silty sandy clay with flint and charcoal >1.58 0.8 0.21 

68 6800 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint >28.7 >2 0-0.2 

68 6801 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint and chalk >28.7 >2 0.2-

 
68 6802 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >28.7 >2 0.6-

 
69 6900 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint >31.2 >2 0-0.3 

69 6901 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >31.2 >2 0.3-

 
69 6902 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and chalk patches >31.2 >2 0.8-

 
70 7000 Layer  Topsoil Mid greyish brown silty sand with flint >31.9 >2 0-0.35 

70 7001 Layer  Subsoil Mid reddish brown silty sand with flint >31.9 >2 0.35-

 
70 7002 Layer  Natural Mid brownish red sandy clay with flint and gravel >31.9 >2 0.7-
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APPENDIX B: THE FINDS 

Context Class Description Ct. Wt.(g) Spot-date 

6205 CBM flat tile 1 78 Med/pmed 

6300 Flint flakes, one with retouch 2 19 - 

6301 Flint flake, multi-directional removals both sides 1 7 - 

6400 Flint Flake; multi-removals  1 17 - 

6600 Flint scraper 1 25 - 
 
 
 
 
 
 



© Cotswold Archaeology  

18 

 

Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site Plot 920, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk: Archaeological Evaluation 

 APPENDIX C: OASIS REPORT FORM 

PROJECT DETAILS 
 
Project Name Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site Plot 920, Bury St Edmunds, 

Suffolk 
Short description  
 

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken by Cotswold 
Archaeology in May 2018 at Suffolk Business Park, Rougham Site 
Plot 920, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk. Twelve trenches were 
excavated. 
 
Four undated ditches were identified during the evaluation. The 
general lack of dating evidence perhaps suggests that the ditches 
represent historic field system boundaries away from any foci of 
settlement. A small assemblage of unstratified prehistoric flint was 
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 This document sets out details of a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) by

Cotswold Archaeology (CA) for an archaeological evaluation of Plot 920 at Suffolk

Business Park, Rougham Site, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk (centred at NGR: 589639

264370) at the request of CgMs.

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 

A planning application has been made to St Edmundsbury Borough Council (Ref: 

DC/18/0034/FUL) for construction of agricultural dealership building with associated 

offices, servicing and repairs of agricultural machinery, parking, access, cleaning 

facility and outside storage and display areas of agricultural machinery for sale (sui 

generis use) and (ii) construction of new access road with cycle ways and footpaths, 

pumping station, substation and associated landscaping. Previous evaluation have 

been undertaken by CA (2016, 2017a-c, 2018) within, and to the south and west of 

the Site. The trial trenching was informed by a Desk Based Assessment undertaken 

by CgMs (2016), and a geophysical survey undertaken by SUMO (2017). A trial 

trench evaluation was undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology in April 2017 (CA 

2017b), with these works representing a subsequent phase of the works. Any further 

phases of work (as determined by Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service 

(SCCAS)) will be subject to separate WSI’s. 

This WSI has been guided in its composition by Standard and guidance: 

Archaeological field evaluation (CIfA 2014), the Suffolk County Council 

Requirements for archaeological evaluation 2017 (Suffolk County Council 

Archaeology Service 2017), Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England 

(EEA 2003), the Management of Archaeological Projects 2 (English Heritage 1991), 

the Management of Research Projects in the Historic Environment (MORPHE): 

Project Manager’s Guide (HE 2015) and any other relevant standards or guidance 

contained within Appendix B. The WSI has been updated following consultation with 

Rachael Abraham, Suffolk County Council.

The site 

The proposed development area is approximately 1.2123ha, and comprises a 

roughly triangular area of agricultural land which is part of the northern portion of the 

former RAF Rougham Airbase. It is bordered to the north by the Bury St. Edmonds 

Eastern Relief Road, to the west by Woodlands Road, and to the south and east by 
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agricultural land. The site is located on the eastern outskirts of Bury St Edmunds at 

approximately 60m above Ordnance Datum (aOD). 

1.5 The solid geology of the site is mapped as the Lewes Nodular Chalk Formation, 

Seaford Chalk Formation, Newhaven Chalk Formation of the Cretaceous period 

(BSG 2018). Previous archaeological investigations (CA 2017b) in the immediate 

vicinity of the site indicate that the geology occurs at a depth of between 0.19 – 

0.60m below ground level (BGL).  

2. ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

2.1 The following is a summary of information provided in the desk based assessment, 

(Fletcher 2016, and CgMs 2016) which was prepared to inform the development 

proposals, as well as more detailed results from evaluations performed by CA in 

November 2016, April, June, and July 2017, and January 2018 (CA 2016, 2017a-c, 

2018) to the south and east of the site, and Suffolk Archaeology (2015) to the north 

of the Site. A number of archaeological works are ongoing within the immediate 

vicinity of the site, so the archaeological background provided here will inevitably 

require subsequent updating. 

Prehistoric period (to AD 43) 

2.2 The Site occupies the crest of a south-facing slope (at c. 60m aOD), which 

overlooks land that gradually descends towards the valley of the River Lark to the 

south and south-west. This topographic context was typically favoured by prehistoric 

settlers, providing free draining soils which are easily cultivated. However, 

throughout East Anglia, evidence for early prehistoric occupation in the region is 

limited (Medlycott 2011). Mesolithic worked flints recovered from plough soil have 

been found south at the Site, which were concentrated on similar south-facing 

slopes. (RGH 048) The presence of the large collections of flints from just below the 

crest of a south-facing slope supports the suggestion that such locations were 

favoured by early settlement and agricultural exploitation. Given the proximity of the 

Site to these recovered assemblages, isolated finds elsewhere to the south and the 

Site’s prevailing topography, there is some potential for the presence of flint 

artefacts within the Site. 
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2.3 An evaluation to the north of the Site identified a ‘sparse archaeological horizon’ 

comprising the dispersed remains of 16 pits or postholes, eight ditches, and an 

assemblage of Middle Iron Age pottery. (Suffolk Archaeology 2015c) (RGH 066) 

These remains appear primarily to relate to Iron Age agricultural activity, rather than 

evidence of settlement.  

Romano-British (AD 43 to 410) 

2.4 In contrast to the widespread evidence of Iron Age (and earlier) activity in the wider 

landscape, evidence for Roman period activity is relatively limited, and appears to 

have been focused c. 4km to the south-east of the Site on the lower ground of the 

Lark Valley. Remains include the Eastlow Hill Tumulus and the remains of a Roman 

period building to the south-west of Lake Farm. 

2.5 Elsewhere, two shallow pits of Roman date, and Roman pottery have been found to 

the north of the Site (SCCAS, 2005, BRG 027). Additionally, Roman period artefacts 

have also been recorded through the Portable Antiquities Scheme to the north-west 

of the Site.  

Early medieval and medieval (AD 410 – 1539) 

2.6 The Site is likely to have comprised part of the agricultural hinterland of nearby 

settlements throughout the early medieval period. Settlements surrounding the Site 

recorded in the Domesday Survey include Rougham, Rushbrooke and Thurston. 

These all appear to be large settlements whose lord or overlord in 1066 (and later in 

1086) was the Abbey of St Edmunds. It is likely that during the later medieval period, 

the Site comprised agricultural land belonging to the Manor of Eldhawe (as part of 

the Eldo Estate). 

2.7 During the medieval period, a number of settlement foci emerged within the wider 

landscape, including establishments associated with monks of the Benedictine order 

who settled in Bury St Edmunds in AD 1020. Between 1100 and 1300 the Abbey 

grew in strength, although long-standing issues between the town of Bury St 

Edmunds and the Abbey led to a revolt in 1327, during which the manor houses 

owned by the Abbots were burnt down. Investigations at Eldo House Farm identified 

features relating to a possible monastic grange, c. 580m west of the site. The 

remains included two walls formed of bonded flint, which possibly related to a 

structure associated with the grange. 
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Post-medieval and modern periods (1539 to present) 

2.8 The Site and its surrounding environs remained predominantly agricultural during 

the post-medieval period. The results of previous investigations in the wider area 

confirm this, indicating the removal of a number of hedgerows to enlarge fields. 

Mapping indicates a dispersed settlement pattern within the wider area, focused for 

example, on Eldo House Farm and Catsale, with the surrounding land, including the 

Site, forming part of their agricultural hinterland. This remains the prevailing 

landscape until the development of RAF Bury St. Edmunds (Rougham) airfield to the 

west of the site during the Second World War. 

Geophysical Survey 

2.10 A geophysical survey of the site by SUMO services (SUMO, 2017) indicated 

anomalies of archaeological interest within the current site; only one of these 

features was identified within the subsequent trenching and is discussed below. 

Recent Works 

2.12 An archaeological evaluation by Cotswold Archaeology in April 2017 at Suffolk 

Business Park, Rougham Site, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk (CA, 2017b, RGH096), 

which included TR 22-27 within the current site, revealed a residual surface find 

assemblage of worked flint recovered from the topsoil in Field  3.  

2.13 The partial exposure of a large circular anomaly identified during the geophysical 

survey was found within Trench 27 and is likely to represent a backfilled pit or bomb 

crater containing WW2 airfield debris. The feature was located in close proximity to 

the location of former aircraft dispersal points or hard-standings. No evidence was 

found of this former concrete hard-standings associated with the WW2 airfield. 

These substantial wartime features would have been located in the vicinity of 

several of the evaluation trenches (Trenches 23, 24, 26 and 27) but were completely 

removed during the post-war modern period;  

2.14 An incident was encountered during the evaluation whereby within the demolition 

debris a suspected Second World War UXO was identified during machining but 

professional external investigation interpreted the item to be a heavily corroded 

wartime fire extinguisher 
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3. AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

3.1 The objectives of the evaluation are to provide information about the archaeological 

resource within the site, including its presence/absence, character, extent, date, 

integrity, state of preservation and quality, approximate form and purpose of any 

archaeological deposit, together with its likely extent, localised depth. It will also 

evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, the possible presence of masking 

colluvial/alluvial deposits and establish the potential for the survival of environmental 

evidence. It should also provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological 

conservation strategy, dealing with preservation, the recording of archaeological 

deposits, working practices, timetables and orders of cost. In accordance with 

Standard and guidance: Archaeological field evaluation (CIfA 2014), the evaluation 

has been designed to be minimally intrusive and minimally destructive to 

archaeological remains. The information gathered will enable Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service the archaeological advisor to St Edmondsbury Council to 

identify and assess the particular significance of any heritage asset, consider the 

impact of the proposed development upon it, and to avoid or minimise conflict 

between the heritage asset’s conservation and any aspect of the development 

proposal, in line with the National Planning Policy Framework (DCLG 2012). 

3.2 The results will be considered with reference to Research and Archaeology 

revisited: A Framework for the East of England (Medlycott 2011). 

4. METHODOLOGY

Metal detecting survey
4.1 Metal detecting during fieldwork will be undertaken on the existing ground surface

along the alignment of each trench prior to excavation, on all arising spoil during

overburden stripping and prior to / during the excavation of exposed archaeological

features.

4.2 Metal detecting will target non-ferrous metals only, due to the potential for a large 

number of ferrous metal signals across most land. However, if concentrations of 

medieval or earlier material are identified, further detecting for all metals may be 

necessary in those specific areas. Metal detectors should not be set to discriminate 

against Iron and any metal finds should be located by GPS. 
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4.3 

4.4 

4.5 

4.6 

4.7 

Artefacts will be labelled with a unique ID number. They will be stored in breathable 

plastic bags or wrapped in acid-free tissue and placed in plastic cases, as 

appropriate. Artefacts of undoubted modern date will be collected and bagged 

together and a single ID number will be allocated. 

This element of the programme will be undertaken by Joe Whelan, an Experienced 

Project Leader with professional experience of metal detecting on a number of 

archaeological sites. 

Excavation and recording 

The evaluation comprises the excavation of twelve trenches in the locations 

shown on the attached plan. Eight trenches will be 30m long and 1.8m wide, and 

four trenches will be 15m long by 1.8m wide (Fig. 1). Trenches will be set out on 

OS National Grid (NGR) co-ordinates using Leica GPS, and scanned for live 

services by trained Cotswold Archaeology staff using CAT and Genny 

equipment in accordance with the Cotswold Archaeology Safe System of Work for 

avoiding underground services. The position of the trenches may be adjusted on site 

to account for services and other constraints, with the approval of the archaeological 

advisor to the SEBC. The final ‘as dug’ trench plan will be recorded with GPS. 

All trenches will be excavated by a mechanical excavator equipped with a toothless 

grading bucket. All machining will be conducted under archaeological supervision 

and will cease when the first archaeological horizon or natural substrate is revealed 

(whichever is encountered first). Topsoil and subsoil will be stored separately 

adjacent to each trench. 

Following machining, all archaeological features revealed will be planned and 

recorded in accordance with CA Technical Manual 1: Fieldwork Recording Manual. 

Each context will be recorded on a pro-forma context sheet by written and measured 

description; principal deposits will be recorded by drawn plans (scale 1:20 or 1:50, 

or electronically using Leica GPS or Total Station (TST) as appropriate) and 

drawn sections (scale 1:10 or 1:20 as appropriate). Where detailed feature 

planning is undertaken using GPS/TST this will be carried out in accordance with 

CA Technical Manual 4: Survey Manual. Photographs (digital colour) will be taken 

as appropriate. All finds and samples will be bagged separately and related to the 

context record. All artefacts will be recovered and retained for processing and 

analysis in accordance with CA Technical Manual 3: Treatment of Finds 

Immediately after Excavation. 
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4.8 Sample excavation of archaeological deposits will be limited and minimally intrusive, 

sufficient to achieve the aims and objectives identified in Section 3 above. At this 

initial stage of evaluation all archaeological features will be sample excavated as per 

SCCAS requirements, unless discussed and agreed with SCCAS, in examples 

where evidence of archaeological features or remains may remain unevaluated until 

the subsequent mitigation stage of the programme. Where appropriate excavation 

will not compromise the integrity of the archaeological record, and will be undertaken 

in such a way as to allow for the subsequent protection of remains either for 

conservation or to allow more detailed investigations to be conducted under better 

conditions at a later date. 

Artefact retention and discard 

4.9 Artefacts from topsoil and subsoil and un-stratified contexts will normally be noted 

but not retained unless they are of intrinsic interest (e.g. worked flint or flint debitage, 

featured pottery sherds, and other potential ‘registered artefacts’). All artefacts will 

be collected from stratified excavated contexts except for large assemblages of 

post-medieval or modern material. Such material may be noted and not retained, or, 

if appropriate, a representative sample may be collected and retained. 

Human remains 

4.10 In the case of the discovery of human remains (skeletal or cremated), at all times 

they should be treated with due decency and respect. For each situation, the 

following actions are to be undertaken: 

• In line with the recommendations Guidance for best practice for the treatment of

Human remains excavated from Christian Burial Grounds in England (APABE

2017) human burials should not be disturbed without good reason. However,

investigation of human remains should be undertaken to an extent sufficient for

adequate evaluation. Therefore, a suspected burial feature (inhumation or

cremated bone deposit) will be investigated with a small slot to confirm the

presence and condition of human bone. Once confirmed as human, the buried

remains will not be disturbed through any further investigation, and will instead

be left in situ - unless further disturbance is absolutely unavoidable.

• Where further disturbance is unavoidable, or full exhumation of the remains is

deemed necessary, this will be conducted following the provisions of the

Coroners Unit in the Ministry of Justice. All excavation and post-excavation
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processes will be in accordance with the standards set out in CIfA Technical 

Paper No 7 Guidelines to the Standards for recording Human Remains (CIfA 

2004). 

Environmental remains 

4.11 Due care will be taken to identify deposits which may have environmental potential, 

and where appropriate, a programme of environmental sampling will be initiated. 

This will follow the Historic England environmental sampling guidelines outlined in 

Environmental Archaeology, A guide to the Theory and Practice of Methods, from 

Sampling and Recovery to Post-excavation (English Heritage 2011), and CA 

Technical Manual 2: The Taking and Processing of Environmental and Other 

Samples from Archaeological Sites. As a minimum 40 litre bulk samples (or 100% of 

smaller features) will be recovered from appropriate archaeological features. The 

sampling strategy will be adapted for the specific circumstances of this site, in close 

consultation with the CA Environmental Officer, but will follow the general selection 

parameters set out in the following paragraphs. If appropriate, specialist advice will 

be sought from Sarah Cobain, CA’s environmental archaeology specialist or the 

Historic England Regional Archaeological Science Advisor (East of England). 

4.12 Secure and phased deposits, especially those related to settlement activity and/or 

structures will be considered for sampling for the recovery of charred plant remains, 

charcoal and mineralised remains. Any cremation-related deposits will be sampled 

appropriately for the recovery of cremated human bone and charred remains. If any 

evidence of in situ metal working is found, suitable samples for the recovery of slag 

and hammer scale will be taken.  

4.13 Where sealed waterlogged deposits are encountered, samples for the recovery of 

waterlogged remains, insects, molluscs and pollen, as well as any charred remains, 

will be considered. The taking of sequences of samples for the recovery of molluscs 

and/or waterlogged remains will be considered through any suitable deposits such 

as deep enclosure ditches, barrow ditches, palaeo-channels, or buried soils. 

Monolith samples may also be taken from this kind of deposit as appropriate to allow 

soil and sediment description/interpretation as well as sub-sampling for pollen and 

other micro/macrofossils such as diatoms, foraminifera and ostracods.  
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4.14 The need for any more specialist samples, such as OSL, archaeomagnetic dating  

and dendrochronology will be evaluated and will be taken in consultation with the 

relevant specialist. 

 

4.15 The processing of the samples will be done in conjunction with the relevant 

specialist following the Historic England general environmental processing 

guidelines (English Heritage 2011). Flotation or wet sieve samples will be processed 

to 0.25mm. Other more specialist samples such as those for pollen will be prepared 

by the relevant specialist. Further details of the general sampling policy and the 

methods of taking and processing specific sample types are contained within CA 

Technical Manual 2: The Taking and Processing of Environmental and Other 

Samples from Archaeological Sites. 

 

 Treasure 

4.16 Upon discovery of Treasure CA will notify the client and the curator immediately. CA 

will comply fully with the provisions of the Treasure Act 1996 and the Code of 

Practice referred to therein. All treasure finds will be reported immediately to 

Suffolk’s Finds Liaison Officer, who in turn will inform the Coroner within 14 days. 

 

4.17 Upon completion of this stage of the evaluation programme and with the approval of 

SCCAS all trenches will be backfilled as dug by mechanical excavator. 

 

5. STAFF AND TIMETABLE  

 

5.1 This project will be under the management of Ray Kennedy ACIfA, Project Manager, 

CA. 

 

5.2 The staffing structure will be organised thus: the Project Manager will direct the 

overall conduct of the evaluation as required during the period of fieldwork. Day to 

day responsibility however will rest with the Project Leader who will be on-site 

throughout the project. 

 

5.3 The field team will consist of a maximum of 2 staff (eg 1 Project Officer; 1 

Archaeologists).  
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5.4 It is envisaged that the project will require approximately two-three days fieldwork. 

Analysis of the results and subsequent reporting will take up to a further 3-4 weeks. 

 

5.5 Specialists who will be invited to advise and report on specific aspects of the project 

as necessary are: 

 

  Ceramics    Ed McSloy MCIfA (CA) 

  Ceramics   Sue Anderson 

  Metalwork   Ed McSloy MCIfA (CA) 

  Flint    Jacky Sommerville PCIfA (CA) 

  Animal Bone   Andy Clarke BA (Hons) MA (CA)/ 

      Matty Holmes BSc MSc ACIfA (freelance) 

  Human Bone   Sharon Clough MCIfA (CA) 

  Environmental Remains  Sarah Wyles PCIfA (CA) 

  Conservation   Pieta Greeves BSc MSc ACR   

    (Drakon Heritage and Conservation) 

  Geoarchaeology  Dr Keith Wilkinson (ARCA)  

  Building Recording  Peter Davenport MCIfA, FSA (CA) 

 

5.6 Depending upon the nature of the deposits and artefacts encountered it may be 

necessary to consult other specialists not listed here. A full list of specialists 

currently used by Cotswold Archaeology is contained within Appendix A. 

 

6. POST-EXCAVATION, ARCHIVING AND REPORTING 

 

6.1 Following completion of fieldwork, all artefacts and environmental samples will be 

processed, assessed, conserved and packaged in accordance with CA Technical 

Manuals and Archaeological archives in Suffolk: guidelines for preparation and 

deposition (SCCAS 2017). A recommendation will be made regarding material 

deemed suitable for disposal/dispersal in line with the relevant Suffolk County 

Council Archaeology Service collection policy. 

 

6.2 An illustrated report will be compiled on the results of the fieldwork and assessment 

of the artefacts, palaeoenvironmental samples etc. The report will include: 
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(i) an abstract containing the essential elements of the results preceding the 

main body of the report; 

(ii) a summary of the project’s background; 

(iii) description and illustration of the site location; 

(iv) a methodology of the works undertaken; 

(v) integration of, or cross-reference to, appropriate cartographic and 

documentary evidence and the results of other research undertaken, where 

relevant to the interpretation of the evaluation results; 

(vi) a description of the project’s results; 

(vii) an interpretation of the results in the appropriate context; 

(viii) a summary of the contents of the project archive and its location (including 

summary catalogues of finds and samples); 

(ix) a site location plan at an appropriate scale on an Ordnance Survey, or 

equivalent, base-map; 

(x) a plan showing the location of the trenches and exposed archaeological 

features and deposits in relation to the site boundaries; 

(xi) plans of each trench, or part of trench, in which archaeological features are 

recognised.  These will be at an appropriate scale to allow the nature of the 

features exposed to be shown and understood.  Plans will show the 

orientation of trenches in relation to north.  Section drawing locations will be 

shown on these plans.  Archaeologically sterile areas will not be illustrated 

unless this can provide information on the development of the site 

stratigraphy or show palaeoenvironmental deposits that have influenced the 

site stratigraphy; 

(xii) appropriate section drawings of trenches and features will be included, with 

OD heights and at scales appropriate to the stratigraphic detail being 

represented. These will show the orientation of the drawing in relation to 

north/south/east/west.  Archaeologically sterile trenches will not be illustrated 

unless they provide significant information on the development of the site 

stratigraphy or show palaeoenvironmental deposits that have influenced the 

site stratigraphy; 

(xiii) photographs showing significant features and deposits that are referred to in 

the text.  All photographs will contain appropriate scales, the size of which 

will be noted in the illustration’s caption; 

(xiv) a consideration of evidence within its wider local/regional context; 

(xv) a summary table and descriptive text showing the features, classes and 

numbers of artefacts recovered and soil profiles with interpretation; 
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(xvi) specialist assessment or analysis reports where undertaken; 

(xvii) an evaluation of the methodology employed and the results obtained (i.e. a 

confidence rating). 

 

6.3 Specialist artefact and palaeoenvironmental assessment will take into account the 

wider local/regional context of the archaeology and will include: 

 

(i) specialist aims and objectives 

(ii) processing methodologies (where relevant) 

(iii) any known biases in recovery, or problems of contamination/residuality 

(iv) quantity of material; types of material present; distribution of material 

(v) for environmental material, a statement on abundance, diversity and 

preservation 

(vi) summary and discussion of the results to include significance in a local and 

regional context 

 

6.4 Copies of the report will be distributed to the Client or their Representative for 

approval, and thereafter copies of the report will be issued to SCCAS, for their 

approval, and the local Historic Environment Record (HER). Reports will be issued 

in digital format (PDF/PDFA as appropriate), as well as hard copies, and will be 

supplied to the HER along with shapefiles containing location data for the areas 

investigated if required. The final report will include a copy of the approved WSI and 

a completed OASIS summary sheet as appendices. 

 

6.5 Should no further work be required, an ordered, indexed, and internally consistent 

site archive will be prepared and deposited in accordance with Archaeological 

Archives: A Guide to Best Practice in Creation, Compilation, Transfer and Curation 

(Archaeological Archives Forum 2007) and Suffolk County Council Archaeology 

Service, Archaeological Archives in Suffolk: Guidelines for Preparation and 

Deposition (2017). 

 

 Academic dissemination 

6.6 As the limited scope of this work is likely to restrict its publication value, it is 

anticipated that a short publication note only will be produced, suitable for inclusion 

within an appropriate local archaeological journal Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute 

of Archaeology and History. Subject to any contractual constraints, a summary of 

information from the project will also be entered onto the OASIS online database of 
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archaeological projects in Britain, including the upload of a digital (PDF) copy of the 

final report, which will appear on the Archaeology Data Service (ADS) website once 

the OASIS record has been verified. 

 

 Public dissemination  

6.7 In addition to the ADS website, a digital (PDF) copy of the final report will also be 

made available for public viewing via Cotswold Archaeology’s Archaeological 

Reports Online web page, generally within 12 months of completion of the project 

(http://reports.cotswoldarchaeology.co.uk/).  

  

 Archive deposition 

6.8 CA will make arrangements with Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service, 

subject to agreement with the legal landowner(s), for the deposition of the site 

archive with SCCAS. 

 

7. HEALTH, SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENT 

 

7.1 CA will conduct all works in accordance with the Health and Safety at Work Act 1974 

and all subsequent Health and Safety legislation, CA Health and Safety and 

Environmental policies and the CA Safety, Health and Environmental Management 

System (SHE). A site-specific Construction Phase Plan (form SHE 017) will be 

formulated prior to commencement of fieldwork. 

 

8. INSURANCES 

 

8.1 CA holds Public Liability Insurance to a limit of £10,000,000 and Professional 

Indemnity Insurance to a limit of £10,000,000.  

 

9. MONITORING 

 

9.1 Notification of the start of site works will be made to the Rachael Abraham (Suffolk 

County Council Archaeology Service) archaeological advisor to St Edmondsbury 

Council so that there will be opportunities to visit the evaluation and check on the 

http://reports.cotswoldarchaeology.co.uk/
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quality and progress of the work. Backfilling of trenches will not be undertaken 

without approval of SCCAS. 

 

10. QUALITY ASSURANCE 

 

10.1 CA is a Registered Organisation (RO) with the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists 

(RO Ref. No. 8). As a RO, CA endorses the Code of Conduct (CIfA 2014) and the 

Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of Contractual Arrangements in Field 

Archaeology (CIfA 2014). All CA Project Managers and Project Officers hold either 

full Member or Associate status within the CIfA. 

 

10.2 CA operates an internal quality assurance system in the following manner. Projects 

are overseen by a Project Manager who is responsible for the quality of the project.  

The Project Manager reports to the Chief Executive who bears ultimate 

responsibility for the conduct of all CA operations. Matters of policy and corporate 

strategy are determined by the Board of Directors, and in cases of dispute recourse 

may be made to the Chairman of the Board.  

 

11. PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT, PARTICIPATION AND BENEFIT 

11.1 This project will not afford opportunities for public engagement or participation during 

the course of the fieldwork. However, the results will be made publicly available on 

the ADS and Cotswold Archaeology websites, as set out in Section 6 above, in due 

course. 

12. STAFF TRAINING AND CPD 

12.1 CA has a fully documented mandatory Performance Management system for all staff 

which reviews personal performance, identifies areas for improvement, sets targets 

and ensures the provision of appropriate training within CA’s adopted training policy. 

In addition, CA has developed an award-winning Career Development Programme 

for its staff, which ensures a consistent and high quality approach to the 

development of appropriate skills.  

 

12.2 As part of the company’s requirement for Continuing Professional Development, all 

members of staff are also required to maintain a Personal Development Plan and an 
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associated log which is reviewed within the Performance Management system. All 

staff are subject to probationary periods on appointment, with monthly review; for 

site-based staff additional monthly Employee Performance Evaluations measure and 

record skills and identify training needs.  
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