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Summary
A programme of trial trenching was carried out to evaluate an area of land to the rear of
‘Wrights’, St Catherine’s Road, Long Melford (NGR TL 8619 4529) prior to redevelopment of
the site for residential use. Three linear trenches were excavated, evaluating a total area of c.
60m2. Beneath 0.70 – 0.95m of overburden an E-W aligned wall of 3rd-4th century date was
recorded. It has been interpreted here as part of an exterior boundary rather than part of a
building. A shallow spread of dumped material of similar date confirmed the presence of late
Roman occupation. A single N-S aligned ditch indicated later sparse activity in the early postmedieval period (15th-16th centuries). The site has been allocated SMR reference No. LMD 136.
The evaluation was commissioned and funded by Ellisdale Builders Ltd.

1

Introduction

1.1

Planning Background

Planning consent had been granted (Planning Application No. B/02/01817/FUL) for
redevelopment of the site for residential use, with two houses and provision for parking,
conditional (PPG16, paragraph 30) on a programme of archaeological works being carried out by
the applicant.
The proposed development included two houses and garaging along with associated drainage.
Due to the intrusive nature of the footing trenches that would be required and the close proximity
of the site to a substantial building within an area of known Roman settlement (§ 1.2) it was
considered likely that buried archaeological remains were liable to be threatened by the
development.
As a result a Brief and Specification for evaluation was issued by Judith Plouviez of Suffolk
County Council’s Archaeological Service Conservation Team (see Appendix 1). This required
that a programme of trial trenching be undertaken in order to determine whether any
archaeological deposits exist in the area and to determine their approximate date, form and
purpose. Given the proximity of scheduled structural remains (§ 1.2), particular attention was to
be paid to the identification of possible structures, with a view to establishing whether any that
might be present would be of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ.
A Project Design/Written Scheme of Investigation was produced in response by Suffolk County
Council’s Archaeological Service Field Team who were subsequently commissioned by
Ellisdale Builders Ltd to undertake the programme of works.

1.2

Archaeological Background

The site lies within an area known to be within an extensive settlement of Roman date (and
thought to originate in the Late Iron Age) which occupies much the same area as that of the
medieval village core. One notable area, 50m south of the present site, has been scheduled, as it
contains the remains of a substantial Roman building indicated by a tessellated pavement (LMD
017), possibly part of a villa or bath house associated with finds of 1st-2nd century AD date (C
Pendleton pers comm). Other notable finds in the vicinity of Little St Mary’s include Roman
burials c. 100m to the east of the present site at Peddars Court (Gill, 1997) and a series of pits
and ditches of 1st to 2nd century date c. 150m to the east (Sommers, 2001). A number of pits of 1st
3
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– 4th century date closer to St Catherine’s Road are known at sites LMD 019 and 023. A large
Roman dated ditch (LMD 086) has also been identified at the western end of Liston Lane (Gill,
1995).

1.3

Site Location

The site lies on generally level ground (c. 33.30m AOD) at NGR TL 8619 4529 (Figs. 1 and 2)
within the historic core of Long Melford. The site is bounded to the north by St Catherine’s
Road, to the east by the rear of properties which front onto Little St Mary’s, to the South by the
gardens of residential properties fronting Liston Lane, and to the west by a boundary with No. 1
St Catherine’s Road.
At the time of excavation the site was partially occupied by extant outbuildings and the
remainder comprised an irregularly shaped garden, with vegetable plots, areas of lawn and raised
beds. Site access was somewhat restricted as some fruit trees were to be retained, as was an area
of driveway enabling access to the rear of ‘Wrights’. As a result, the total area of trenching was
less (by 10.50m2) than that specified in the brief (see below). However it was agreed during a
visit by the monitor, Judith Plouviez, that the evaluated area would be adequate.

2

Methodology

Trenching commenced (and was completed) on the 7th of October 2002 and was carried out
using a small tracked 3600 mechanical excavator fitted with a narrow 1.00m wide flat-bladed
ditching bucket. Trench locations are shown in Fig 2. Topsoil and overburden were removed
mechanically until the top of the first archaeological deposit or undisturbed natural drift geology
deposits were encountered. The exposed ground surfaces were then examined and cleaned
manually where necessary to define the edges and extent of archaeological features. A metal
detector was employed to examine the exposed surfaces and spoil heaps, though in this case no
significant finds were recorded.
The SMR reference number LMD 136 was allocated to the site and all the stratigraphic elements
of observed archaeological features were allocated OP numbers within a continuous numbering
system. This context information is shown in Appendix 2. All trenches containing archaeological
features were recorded in a series of 1:50 and 1:20 scale plans, drawn on drafting film. These
drawings are reproduced at an appropriate scale in Fig. 3. In the following text context numbers
appear either in parentheses (xxx) to denote a deposit or fill, square parentheses [xxx] to denote
the cut of an incised feature or in boxes xxx to denote a structure.

3

Results

3.1

Trench 1

The deposits encountered in Trench 1 were markedly different in its western and eastern
segments. The whole trench measured some 20.20m in total length, giving an evaluated area of
20.20m2.
The western segment was characterised by heavy modern disturbance, including a modern brick
surface and associated levelling/make-up deposits (see section 1, Fig. XXX). The brick surface
4
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lay directly under c. 0.05m of topsoil (0002) comprising a friable dark greyish black slightly
sandy loam containing moderate quantities of CBM and transfer-printed blue and white pottery
fragments as well as occasional small fragments of animal bone. The surface (0005) was a single
course thick and comprised a mixture of yellow and red unfrogged bricks (0.11m wide, 0.06m
thick and 0.22m long). These were laid, without mortar, directly on make-up deposit (0006)
which was composed of very soft black ashy silt c. 0.10 - 0.15m thick with frequent charcoal and
chalk flecks and moderate crushed CBM fragments. This directly overlay a further deposit of
made ground (0007) comprising a firm layer of rammed chalk some 0.10 - 0.16m thick, which
lensed out toward the eastern end of this segment of the trench. The chalk layer in turn overlay a
third make-up deposit (0008) consisting of a soft light brownish grey slightly clayey silt between
0.06 (western end) and 0.30m (eastern end) thick with frequent crushed CBM and mortar
fragments and occasional charcoal flecks.
This sequence of made ground deposits overlay c. 0.40m of soft mid brownish grey slightly
sandy clayey silt with frequent small-large CBM fragments, occasional mortar flecks, smallmedium animal bone fragments and small-medium sub-angular flint pebbles (0003). This deposit
was common to all trenches, though the degree of later cut features that disturbed it varied across
the site (a record of the modern truncations containing an ashy fill similar to (0006) in this
western half of the trench is shown in plan 1, Fig. 3). It has been interpreted as a post-medieval
yard or garden soil. This overlay natural sands and gravels (0004), recognised here as a deposit
of loose small-medium sub-angular/angular flint pebbles and gravel in a light yellowish brown
sand matrix. No earlier archaeological features where observed cutting these natural deposits in
the western part of Trench 1.
The eastern segment of this trench lay under a modern garden plot and was affected by less
disturbed than the western segment (see section 2, Fig. XXX). In this area the topsoil (0002) was
some 0.40m thick and directly overlay (0003). Neither of these deposits could be distinguished
from those in the western segment of Trench 1 and the descriptions given above remain valid. At
5.10m from the western limit of this segment ditch [0010] was encountered. This was aligned NS and was 0.86m wide, 0.40m deep and was seen along the full width of the trench (1.00m+). It
had smooth even sides with a gradual break to a concave base and was filled with soft mid
greyish brown silty clay (0009). It contained occasional fragments of post-medieval peg tile,
animal bone and pottery of 15th-16th century date (§ 4.1), along with occasional chalk flecks and
small sub-rounded flint pebbles in its base. The ditch profile is shown in section 2, Fig. XXX.
Approximately 3.30m to the east of this layer (0011) was partially revealed. This measured some
3.75m E-W and 2.55m+ N-S (where it was also recorded in the northern end of trench 2), though
it was only 0.05m deep. It was composed of very soft mid greyish brown silty clay and yielded a
small number of sherds of Roman greywares as well a large rim from a Roman storage vessel. It
also contained some large Roman CBM (tile) fragments, small/medium sub-angular flint pebbles
and occasional charcoal flecks. This has been interpreted as a shallow deposit of dumped refuse
of Roman date.

3.2

Trench 2

This trench extended for a distance of 24.30m south from its intersection with the eastern
segment of Trench 1 (including a hiatus of 5.80m to accommodate the driveway), giving an
evaluated area of 24.30m2.
The northern segment of this trench revealed an area of Roman dump deposit (0011) at its
junction with Trench 1. The only other disturbance in the natural sands and gravels encountered
5
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in this segment was a modern trench to the south, filled with ash, fragments of corrugated iron
and modern frogged red bricks.
At 5.80m south of the northern limit of the southern segment pit [0013] was recorded. This was
square (0.55m E-W by 0.50m N-S), with shallow concave sides breaking sharply to a flat base
and was filled with a very soft mid brownish grey silty clay (0013) with occasional
small/medium sub-angular flint pebbles. It yielded no dateable finds.
The principal archaeological findings of this evaluation were encountered some 7.00m north of
the southern end of Trench 2.
Pit [0019], although only partially revealed, could be recognised as sub-oval in plan with smooth
sides (c. 450 slope) with a gradual break to an undulating base. This was filled with soft mid grey
silty clay (0018) containing occasional small sub-angular flint pebbles, Roman CBM fragments
and a number of pottery sherds of 3rd to 4th century date.
Spread (0020) consisted of soft dark greyish black clayey silt. Interestingly, this spread contained
only two sherds of pottery, both of early black-surfaced ware (§ 4.1) indicating some earlier
Roman presence on the site. However, as this material was associated with building materials of
similar character to the other 3rd-4th century contexts on the site these sherds are perhaps best
considered as being residually derived.
Both pit [0019] and spread (0020) were cut by construction trench [0017]. This survived to a
depth of 0.10m and was 0.30m wide (N-S), though it did widen to c. 0.45m at it’s western end
where it continued beyond the trench edge. It had predominantly parallel sides with near vertical
sides, which broke sharply to a flat base. This trench contained the remains of wall foundation
0014 of rough flint rubble (c. 0.20 – 0.50m diameter), reused Roman roof tile fragments (0.10 –
0.50m along longest axis) and pieces of fired clay and mortar (c. 0.10 – 0.25m diameter). These
various materials were laid in a random uncoursed fashion and bonded with a soft mid brownish
grey silty clay with occasional small oyster shell and CBM flecks (0016). All the building
materials recovered from 0014 were of Roman date and many showed signs of reuse (§ 4.2). At
the western limit of the trench the wall appeared to widen. This may represent some form of
strengthening or buttress, a return, or possibly a later repair. The evidence was insufficient to
draw any firm conclusions.
The northern edge of this wall footing was overlain by a demolition layer (0015) some 0.12m
deep and extending for 0.50m north of the wall. It comprised very soft dark grey silty clay with
moderate CBM fragments, fired clay and occasional oyster shell fragments along with pottery of
3rd-4th century date.
South of this small complex of Roman features two substantial modern truncations were
recorded: a soakaway associated with a ceramic drain (part of this is visible in the top left of
Plate 1) and, at the southern limit of the trench, part of a modern sewer trench.

3.3

Trench 3

This trench measured 15.00m in length (giving an evaluated area of 15.00m2). No archaeological
finds or features were revealed and a common stratigraphy was recorded throughout the trench:
0.00 – 0.33m
(0002) Topsoil
0.33 – 0.95m
(0003) Post-medieval yard/garden soil
0.95m+
(0004) Natural sand and gravel
6
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4

The Finds (by Sue Anderson)

Finds were collected from seven contexts in the evaluation, as shown in the table below.
OP
0001
0009
0011
0014
0015
0018
0020
Total

4.1

Pottery
No.
Wt/g
1
5

11
141

9
10
2
27

CBM
No.
Wt/g

Mortar
No.
Wt/g

99

5
9
18
14

171
1261
2739
2008

38
14

37
11
299

14
18
78

449
310
6938

16
14
82

Bone
No.
Wt/g
7

93

2700
1089

4

7

142
425
4356

1
19
31

3
43
146

Miscellaneous

Spotdate

1 Ae coin (4g)

19th c.
15th-16th
Rom
Rom
3rd-4th c.?

1 Fe (94g)
1 fired clay (24g), 1 Fe
(12g), 2 shell (33g).
1 Fe (23g)

3rd-4th c.?
E Rom?

Pottery (Identified by Cathy Tester)

Twenty-seven sherds of pottery were collected from five contexts. There were two sherds of
early Roman black-surfaced ware, including a base, from spread 0020. Eight sherds of Hadham
greyware of 3rd-4th century date were found in spread 0015 and pit fill 0018, all possibly from a
single bossed vessel with slight burnishing. Most of the remaining sherds were Roman
greywares of undetermined (but not early) date, but there was also one large rim from a Roman
storage vessel (layer 0011), and a body sherd of 15th-16th century Frechen stoneware (ditch fill
0009).

4.2

Ceramic building material (CBM)

Seventy-four fragments of Roman tile were recovered from six contexts. These have not been
analysed in detail, but several fabrics are present and the identifiable tiles consisted largely of
flanged tegulae and imbrices, together with several thick tiles which were probably used in
walling or flooring. Some tiles had mortar on broken edges, indicating reuse.
Four fragments of post-medieval peg tile were found in ditch fill 0009.
One fragment of hard fired clay with moderate voids was found (spread 0015). This may be
daub or a fragment of oven dome.
Large fragments of pozzolanic mortar were recovered from four contexts, including structure
0014 and associated demolition layers. One large flat fragment contained large fragments of
broken Roman tile. These contexts also contained coarse lime mortar which is probably of
Roman date. One piece of fine post-medieval lime mortar is probably intrusive in pit fill 0018.

4.3

Metalwork

A Victorian farthing dated 1849 was an unstratified find (0001).
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Three iron objects, all probably nails, were found in structure 0014, spread 0015 and pit fill
0018.

4.4

Biological evidence

Small fragments of animal bone were recovered from four contexts. Most of this was
unidentifiable, but included fragments of large mammal long bone and pelvis (ditch fill 0009),
large mammal long bone and medium mammal rib (spread 0015), and medium mammal
mandible (spread 0020). The most interesting find was the partial skeleton of a domestic fowl in
spread 0020. This individual had suffered from a severe inflammatory disease, probably
osteomyelitis, which had affected several bones of the wings and legs.
Two oyster shells were collected from spread 0015.

4.5

Finds Discussion

This small assemblage consists largely of Roman artefacts. The large quantity of CBM reflects
the presence of a Roman structure on the site, presumably of relatively high status. The pottery,
with the exception of two small early Roman sherds which may be residual, suggests mid-late
Roman occupation, but the group is too small for further conclusions. The animal bone was
relatively well preserved and a larger sample would be of value in studying the economy and
environment of the site.
The finds included a small quantity of post-medieval material, most of which came from ditch
fill 0009.
Further work will be required on this group of finds if the site is subject to a full excavation.

5

Discussion

The most significant discovery made during this evaluation was evidence of Roman structural
remains. This took the form of an E-W aligned wall footing, encountered toward the southern
end of Trench 2. The footing was principally constructed of rough flint rubble bonded with silty
clay, but also incorporated some mortar and tile fragments, apparently from another structure and
reused. The wall and its construction trench had good relationships with stratigraphically earlier
(a pit and dump deposit) and later (a demolition layer) features, all of which were most likely of
similar late Roman (3rd-4th century) date.
No clear evidence for a return or of other parallel walls was encountered. It is therefore difficult
to suggest a function for this structure. However, given the relatively rough nature of the
materials and method of construction combined with the lack of any evidence for other walls for
at least 7.00m to either the north or south it could be conjectured that some form of exterior
boundary wall rather than a building is indicated. It is notable that the earlier deposit (0020) also
contained some Roman building materials, suggesting that wall 0014 may have been maintained
or repaired and that an earlier wall on a similar alignment may have existed.
Further evidence for Roman activity was encountered to the north of this wall in the form of a
shallow spread or dump layer identified in Trenches 1 and 2.
8

SCCAS Rpt.No.2002/139. LMD 136. Land to the rear of ‘Wrights’, St Catherine’s Road, Long Melford (archaeological evaluation)

A single N-S aligned ditch revealed in Trench 1 provided evidence for sparse early postmedieval activity on the site.
The site was also affected by a significant degree of more modern disturbance and truncation in
the area of Trench 1, where there was a substantial sequence of modern made ground deposits,
and Trench 2, where modern drainage features were encountered.

6

Conclusions

Evidence for Roman occupation was encountered. Most significant was the discovery of a
fragment of wall of 3rd-4th century date in the southeastern part of the site. Although only
partially revealed it is most likely that this formed part of a boundary feature rather than a
building. The materials used for its construction included a quantity of reused material that may
be derived from the earlier structure at LMD 017. This indicates a reoccupation of this quarter of
the town in the later Roman period, following the decline indicated by abandonment of the
nearby high-status building during the 2nd century. It is unclear whether any major change of
land use is indicated, as so little of either LMD 017 or this site has been excavated.
This accords well with the pattern of two distinct phases of early (1st-2nd century) and late (3rd-4th
century) Roman occupation that has been identified at other nearby sites (e.g. Gill, 1997).
There was also evidence for ephemeral occupation during the post-medieval period.
Given the findings of this evaluation it is likely that Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological
Conservation Team would recommend monitoring during excavation of the foundation trenches
for the proposed buildings, with adequate provision for any recording that might be required
should further archaeological features be encountered.
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Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those
of the Field Projects Team alone. The need for further work will be determined by the Local
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors. Suffolk County Council’s archaeolgical
contracting service cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to clients should
the Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report.
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APPENDIX I
SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE - CONSERVATION TEAM
Brief and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation
REAR OF WRIGHTS, LONG MELFORD

1.

Background

1.1

Planning consent (B/99/01514/FUL – recently updated to B/02/01817/FUL) has been
given for building one house at the rear of Wrights, St Catherines Road, Little St Marys,
Long Melford.

1.2

The planning consent contains a condition (no. 9) requiring the implementation of a
programme of archaeological work before development begins (Planning Policy
Guidance 16, paragraph 30 condition). An archaeological evaluation of the consent area
is required as the first part of that programme of archaeological work; decisions on the
need for, and scope of, any further work will be based upon the evaluation. A new
application is planned, involving two houses in a slightly different position on the same
plot.

1.3

The development area lies at TL 8619 4529 on the south side of St Catherines Road. It is
within an extensive settlement of Roman date (probably originating in the Late Iron Age)
much of which lies beneath the medieval village. An area of the Roman settlement, 50m
south of the development area has been scheduled because it contains a substantial
building. Roman features and finds in the vicinity of St Catherines Road are mainly pits
containing material of 1st-4th century date (LMD 023, 019), but late Roman burials have
also been found within 100m on the east side of Little St Marys (LMD 115). It is
therefore very likely that development will damage archaeological deposits which have
the potential to inform us about the development over time and character of this area of
the settlement.

1.4

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.

1.5

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 Project Design or Written Scheme of Investigation (PD/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 PD/WSI as satisfactory. The PD/WSI will provide
the basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether the
requirements of the planning condition will be adequately met
10
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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

Establish whether waterlogged organic deposits are likely to be present in the proposal
area.

2.4

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

2.5

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 field evaluation.

2.6

The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team of the
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (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.

2.7

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.

2.8

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 a minimum 5% by area of the entire site and
shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. The trench design must be approved by
the Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service before field work begins.

3.2

The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine fitted with
toothless bucket and other equipment. All machine excavation is to be under the direct
control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for
archaeological material.

11
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3.3

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 further excavation will be made by
the senior project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit.

3.4

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.

3.5

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

3.6

The contractor shall 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 P Murphy, English Heritage Regional Adviser for
Archaeological Science (East of England). A guide to sampling archaeological deposits
(Murphy and Wiltshire 1994) is available.

3.7

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.

3.8

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

3.9

All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed
with the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service during the course of the
evaluation).

3.10

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.

3.11

Plans of the 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. Any variations from this must be
agreed with the Conservation Team.

3.12

A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome
photographs and colour transparencies.

3.13

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

4.

General Management
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4.1

A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work
commences, including monitoring by the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological
Service.

4.2

The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to include any
subcontractors).

4.3

A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment and
management strategy for this particular site.

4.4

No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place.
responsibility for this rests with the archaeological contractor.

4.5

The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Deskbased Assessments and for Field Evaluations 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 data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and approved
by, the County Sites and Monuments Record.

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.
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

Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of
Conservators Guidelines. The finds, as an indissoluble part of the site archive, should be
deposited with the County SMR if the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this. If
this is not possible for all or any part of the finds archive, then provision must be made
for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate.

5.8

The site archive is to be deposited with the County SMR within three months of the
completion of fieldwork. It will then become publicly accessible.
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5. 9

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 the Conservation Team, by the end of the calendar year in which the evaluation work
takes place, whichever is the sooner.

5.10

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

Specification by: Judith Plouviez
Suffolk County Council
Archaeological Service Conservation Team
Environment and Transport Department
Shire Hall
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk IP33 2AR

Tel: 01284 352448

Date: 5 November 2002

Reference: /WrightsLongMelford11

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months from the above date. If work is not carried out
in full within that time this document will lapse; the authority should be notified and a revised brief and
specification may be issued.

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required by a
Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the Archaeological
Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning
Authority.
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APPENDIX II
Context list and descriptions
OP No Feature
Identifier
0001
Finds
0002
Layer
0003
Layer
0004
Deposit
0005
Surface
0006
Layer
0007
Layer
0008
Layer
0009
0010 Fill
0010
0010 Cut
0011
Deposit
0012
0013 Fill
0013
0013 Cut
0014
0017 Structure
0015
Spread
0016
0017 Fill
0017
0017 Cut
0018
0019 Fill
0019
0019 Cut
0020
Spread

Description
Unstratified finds
Topsoil
P. Med garden/yard soil
Natural sands/gravels
Modern brick paved surface
Ashy silt make-up layer
Crushed chalk make-up layer
Clayey silt made ground
Ditch fill
Shallow N-S ditch
Shallow spread/dump layer
Pit fill
Shallow pit
E-W flint rubble/daub/tile wall
Demolition/abandonment layer
Foundation layer/fill of construction cut for wall 0014
Foundation cut for wall 0014
Fill of shallow pit to N of wall 0014
Pit
Spread/dump deposit to south of 0014
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Under
+
(0002), (0007)
(0002)
(0005)
(0006)
(0007)
(0003)
(0009)
(0003)
(0003)
(0012)
(0015), (0020)
(0003)
0014
(0016)
(0018)

Over
(0003)
(0009), (0011), (0012), (0015), (0020)
(0006)
(0007)
(0008)
(0003)
[0010]
(0004) NFE
(0004) NFE
[0013]
(0004) NFE
(0016)
0014
[0017]
(0004) NFE
(0019)
(0004) NFE
(0004) NFE

Cuts

Cut by

[0017]
[0017]
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Plate 1. West facing view of wall 0014
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