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Summary 
The discovery of two footings demonstrates that the western range of “The Crutched Friars”, a 
16th century building constructed amongst the ruins of a mediaeval friary, once extended further 
to the north. This supports evidence from within the roof structure, which suggested that the west 
wing had been foreshortened and the assumption that the building once had symmetrical wings 
around an open courtyard. The footings are thought to be part of the Friary claustral buildings 
and 13th century in date. 
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Introduction 
Two trial holes were excavated alongside the north gable end of the west wing of The Crutched 
Friars, Little Whelnetham as part of an archaeological evaluation. An application, SE/03/2689/P, 
had been made to extend the west wing and the aim of the evaluation was to discover whether 
any archaeological deposits survived and to establish the likely impact of the proposed 
development on them, prior to determination. 
 
The work followed a brief and specification by Suffolk County Council’s Archaeological Officer 
R.D. Carr (Appendix 1) and was undertaken by members of Suffolk County Council’s 
Archaeological Service Field Team. It was funded by the owners, Mrs J. Bridger and Mr A. 
Robson. 
 
Background 
The Crutched Friars is situated at TL 8868 5877 and is recorded in the County Sites and 
Monuments Record under the number WLL 003. The house was formerly a priory of the Holy 
Cross of Whelnetham which is known to have begun before 1274 and was dissolved in 1538. 
Fragments of the priory church, the Chapel of St. Thomas, are standing in the garden and there is 
medieval flintwork within the fabric of the house. The house itself is dated to about 1500 and 
had been altered in the 16th and early 20th centuries. It is U-shaped in plan with timber framing 
on the inward-facing sides and the outer walls are brick, although on the western side the 
brickwork is a facing over a substantial flint and mortar wall (pers comm. Mr. Robson).  
 

the site

 
 

Figure 1 Site location plan 
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Currently the projecting ranges of the building are of different lengths; the early edition 0S maps 
of 1880 and 1904 show the house pretty much in its present form. On the tithe map, a 
symmetrical building with two equal length wings is shown and evidence from within the roof 
(information from the project architect, David Mizon) indicates that the west wing has been 
foreshortened.  
 
It is thought that originally the central range was once a link between two equal length parallel 
ranges and may have formed part of a cloister around the courtyard. The south-west corner of the 
chapel remains. It includes part of an angled buttress and stands to height of about 2m, it would 
have run east-west very close to and in front of the east wing of the house and completely 
enclosed the courtyard.  
 

 
 

Figure 2  Crutched Friars as shown on the Tithe map 
 
The Friars 
The Crutched (or Crossed) Friars were an order of mendicant friars who came to England in the 
thirteenth century from Italy. They claimed to have been founded in the east by St. Cletus in the 
first century and were in Italy by the twelfth, as in 1169 Pope Alexander III gave them 
constitutions and a rule of life similar to the Augustinians. Their monasteries became quite 
numerous in Italy, numbering at one time two hundred and eight. Chief amongst these, by the 
order of Pope Clement IV, was the priory of St. Maria di Morella at Bologna, and it was from 
this house that the English Crutched Friars came.  
 
Their first appearance in England was at a synod of the diocese of Rochester in 1244, when they 
presented documents from the Pope and asked to be allowed to settle in the country. They 
established eight or nine houses in England, the first being either at Colchester or Reigate, 
founded in 1245. They settled in London in 1249 and other houses were at Oxford (1348), York, 
Wotton–under–Edge, Brackley, Kildale and in Suffolk, Little Whelnetham and Barham. 
(Cyprian Alston G., 2003,) 
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Methodology 
Two slit trenches were excavated by hand across the projected wall lines of the putative wing close to the existing 
gable end and within the footprint of the proposed extension. The trenches were excavated down to the top of the 
medieval remains and/or the top of the surface geology, removing the overlying topsoil and overburden. A plan of 
each trench and drawings of the soil profile were made at 1:20 and their locations plotted on to an OS map. All the 
site records have been archived under the site number WLL 003 with the County Sites and Monuments Record at 
Shire Hall, Bury St. Edmunds. 
 

Results 

Trial Trench 1 
 
Trial trench 1 was 2m long and 0.6m wide and sampled the area of the projected west wall of the 
wing. The excavated soil, from almost the entire trial trench, was recent backfill from two pipe 
trenches that ran from the north-west corner of the house to a manhole about 4m away. The pipe 
trenches had cut through the remains of a footing made up of closely spaced flint nodules.  
 

 
Figure 3  Site plan 
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Enough of the footing remained to determine that it was 1m wide and had been packed within a 
footing trench. The western side of the trench had been lost due to the pipe trench but the east 
edge remained and showed that the footing trench had been cut 32cm into the geological clay. A 
powdery mortar was observed amongst the flints, but they were not bonded within a mortar bed 
as would be expected for a standing wall.  
 
The uppermost surviving part of the footing was 28cm below the current surface. The very 
eastern end of the trial trench sampled the soil profile outside the line of the pipe runs and here a 
horizon of rubble made up of peg-tile fragments and mortar was recorded sealed below the 
topsoil and lying directly upon the surface of the clay sub-soil. The overlying depth of soil is 
shallow being only 20cm to the subsoil from the current ground surface. 
 
 
Trial Trench 2 
 
Trench 2 sampled the eastern wall line. Space to position the trench was restricted by a concrete 
path but the area of the trial trench opened up the inside edge of the eastern wall footing and an 
area within the supposed wing. Below the topsoil were broken peg-tiles, apparently ‘dry’ laid flat 
over the whole of the area of the trial trench in a layer a single tile deep. Beneath the tiles was a 
horizon of mixed pale clay, throughout which was small fragments of tile, mortar and crushed 
chalk. The clay sealed a layer of packed flints on a thin and broken bed of mortar, similar in 
make up to the footing seen in Trench 1, but existing as a single layer of flint only. The flints 
were laid directly onto the surface of the subsoil and did not appear to be set within a cut footing 
trench as seen in Trench 1.  
 

 
Figure 4  Trench sections 

 
Discussion 
The discovery of the two footings demonstrates that the western range of the building once 
extended further to the north. This supports the evidence from within the roof structure, which 
suggests that this part of the building had been foreshortened, and the tithe map, which shows the 
house was formerly symmetrical in plan around an ‘open courtyard’.  
 
The archaeology shows that the truncation of the building has been quite thorough and that only 
the below ground footings remain. There is no indication of any surviving floor levels, and as the 
ground level begins to fall away from the sampled area, its unlikely that any survive in the 
projected area of the wing.  
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Interestingly the footings within the trial trenches are constructed differently. The western wall is 
much more substantial and laid within a footing trench. The quality and proportion of the work 
here is consistent with a medieval monastic building and the width of the footing is comparable 
with that of the medieval work which survives within the west wall of the standing building. The 
east footing is less robust and survives as only a single course of the flints on a mortar bed. The 
flints are not laid in a footing trench and it appears that the east wall has simply been raised 
directly off the subsoil surface. The difference in the footings would imply that they were not 
constructed as part of the same building as there appears to be no engineering reason, within the 
context of the east wing, why the footings are required to be so different.  
 
The house is dated to the start of 16th century and was built towards the end of almost three 
centuries of the site’s existence as a monastic enclave. How the site and its buildings developed 
over this period is unknown and without further investigation of the site or the standing building 
it is difficult to determine how much evidence of the friary’s earlier layout is reflected in the 
present building form. It is likely that the house incorporates elements of earlier and possibly 
varied friary buildings. The footing in Trench 1 is clearly part of a substantial, may-be earlier, 
medieval building but the one uncovered in Trench 2 may-be part of a phase of build specific to 
the 16th century house, explaining why the two are not matched.  
 
It is noticeable that on the architect’s plan, there is no angled buttress on the south west corner of 
the dining room, to match the one on the sitting room and confirm that this always was an 
outside corner. There is a dwarf square buttress, but it is tempting to speculate that this may be 
part of a return wall and that the medieval fragment in the west wall may in fact be the east wall 
a building that stretches below the driveway.  
 
Conclusions 
The footings within the trial trenches, whilst they cannot be understood completely within such a 
limited investigation, almost certainly continue over the area of the proposed extension. They are 
part of the fabric of an early medieval building and important to the understanding of the 
evolution of the friary complex. The building is of national importance and as such the footings 
should be preserved in situ. The proposal for the extension should therefore only be accepted if 
preservation of the medieval footings is accommodated within the design of the foundations and 
accompanying groundworks.  
 
David Gill 
October 2003 
 
References 
Cyprian Alston G., 2003, Crutched Friars, Catholic Encyclopedia Volume IV, [Online],  
Available: http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/04557a.htm [15 September 2003]. 
 
Disclaimer 
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone. The need for further work will be determined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors when a planning application is registered.  
Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting 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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1.1 

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE- CONSERVATION TEAM 

Brief and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation 

THE CRUTCHED FRIARS, LITTLE WHELNETHAM 

Background 

An application [SE/03/2689/P] has been made to add an extension to one wing of the 
building. 

In order to establish the full archaeological implications of this application the 
planning authority has been advised that an archaeological evaluation of the 
application area should be required of the applicant before determination. 

The Crutched Friars site is included in the County Sites and Monuments Record 
(WLL 003). It includes standing remains of the medieval period. The site as a whole 
is thought to be of schedulable quality and should be treated as being of national 
importance. Historically it is known to have begun before 1274 as a Friary Convent 
within the Chapel ofSt Thomas. It was dissolved in 1538. 

The proposal is to add a staircase extension to the north gable end of the west wing. 
There is evidence from the arrangement of roof trusses that the wing was once longer 
(information from David Mizon, scheme architect); possibly of a comparable length to 
the east wing (see aerial photograph attached). There is also evidence from an early 
20th century photograph that the existing gable and timbering was not at that time 
visible (information David Mizon). There is potential for earlier building remains, e.g. 
walls and floors to extend into the development area. There is also potential for yard, 
ancillary structures and occupation deposit of either medieval or post-dissolution date. 
It is understood that a brief documentary search will be instituted by the scheme 
architect. 

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. 

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 
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Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular regard 
to any which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ. 

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. 

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

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

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. 

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. 

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

Specification: Field Evaluation 

Trial trenches are to be excavated across the line of the proposed extension. An 
indicative trench layout is shown at Figure 1. Trenches should be a minimum of lm 
wide. The actual trench design must be ,approved by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service before field work begins. 

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. 

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. 
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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 any 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 palaeoenvironrnental 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 metal detector. 

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). 

3.1 0 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 ofthe Burial Act 1857. 

3.11 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1 :50, 
depending on the complexity of the data to be recorded. Sections should be drawn at 
1: 10 or 1 :20 again depending on the complexity to be recorded. 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 

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

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

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

The Institute of Field Archaeologists' Standard and Guidance for Archaeological 
Desk-based Assessments and for Field Evaluations should be used for additional 
guidance in the execution of the project and in drawing up the report. 

Report Requirements 

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). 

The data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and 
approved by, the County Sites and Monuments Record. 

The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished 
from its archaeological interpretation. 

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 

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. 

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). 

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. 

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: R D Carr 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR 

Date: 8 August 2003 

Tel: 01284 352441 

Reference: /CrutchedFriars08 

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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