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Summary 
Archaeological monitoring of groundworks within the graveyard of St peter’s Church, 

Bruisyard identified a shallow topsoil, rather than a deep, frequently re-worked cemetery 

soil usually characteristic of burial grounds, sealing natural undisturbed subsoil with 

finds limited to a small quantity of roof tile fragments and other modern ceramics. No 

grave cuts were observed in the clay of the stripped surface although a human skull 

was partially exposed on the southern side of the monitored area, reburied and left in 

situ.  
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1. Introduction 
Groundworks associated with the construction of a new storage/toilet block at St. 

Peter’s Church, Bruisyard, required archaeological monitoring of the groundworks as a 

condition of the approved planning application DC/16/0300/FUL.  

 

The condition was placed as the site lies in an area of archaeological potential recorded 

on the County Historic Environment Record, within the parish churchyard. As a result, 

there was high potential for the presence of human burials and archaeological remains 

relating to the development of the church since the medieval period, and groundworks 

associated with the development had the potential to damage or destroy any 

archaeological remains which existed. 

 

The archaeological monitoring was carried out to meet a Brief produced by Kate Batt of 

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS), the Archaeological Advisor to 

the planning authority, dated 15/05/2017. The aim of the monitoring was to record all 

archaeological deposits which were damaged or removed by the sites development, the 

maximum construction depth for the proposed detached storage/toilet block and 

associated Trench Arch being between 0.3m and 0.4m deep. 

 

 

2. Methodology 
Visits were made to record the deposits exposed by the two phases of groundworks, in 

accordance with the Brief and WSI. An initial ground level reduction of the proposed 

building’s footprint was carried out in order to install a raft foundation. A service trench 

bringing water and electricity to the new building was excavated following completion of 

the building. In both cases, the stripped surfaces and exposed sections were studied for 

features, and where possible, the spoil was scanned for artefactual evidence.  

 

Due to the largely negative nature of the fieldwork results this report is presented as a 

simple account of the monitoring. A search of the Suffolk Historic Environment Record 

has not been commissioned 
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Figure 1.  Location map 

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2017 
Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Licence Number: 100019980 
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3. Results 

3.1. Ground level reduction 

The footprint of the proposed building was machine excavated to a depth of between 

0.35m and 0.4m over a rectangular footprint measuring 6.4m x 3.3m. The topsoil 

comprised 0.3m of dark greyish brown loamy clay with regular chalk flecks, incorporated 

within which were regular fragments of post-medieval roof tile, concrete and ceramic 

field drains. This sealed a clean mid-pale brown clay, flecked with chalk, which 

appeared to be a natural undisturbed subsoil. The topsoil and natural subsoil were 

heavily root disturbed throughout. 

 

Close to the southern edge of the excavation, a fragment of skull was revealed during 

machining, at the required formation level of 0.4m (Figure 2; Plate 2). Hand cleaning 

established that a substantial portion of a cranium was present, but its full extent was 

not established. The material immediately over and around the bone appeared to be 

redeposited, consisting of a brown clay almost identical to the exposed subsoil but with 

regular charcoal flecks and occasional flecks of CBM. A fragment of post-medieval roof 

tile was also present in the clay very close to the skull. Despite careful cleaning, no 

clear definition could be seen between clean subsoil and redeposited material which 

might suggest a grave cut or other formal cut feature into which this could have been 

incorporated as a disarticulated skull fragment.  

 

3.2. Service trench 

A trench was excavated to carry pipework from the road alongside the wall which forms 

the eastern boundary of the churchyard before turning 90° towards the chancel wall 

(Figure 2). This was cut by a mechanical trencher, creating a narrow, shallow trench 

approximately 0.1m wide and 0.2m deep which only disturbed topsoil. Fragments of 

CBM were the only finds observed in the upcast spoil from this trench. 
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Figure 2. Plan of the monitored groundworks, showing stripped area (blue) and the service trench (red) 

N 

Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Licence Number: 100019980 
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4. Discussion 
The topsoil within the footprint of the new building seemed relatively shallow, rather than 

a deep, frequently re-worked cemetery soil usually characteristic of burial grounds, with 

finds limited to a small quantity of roof tile fragments and other modern ceramics. No 

features were observed in the clay of the stripped surface, which appeared to be natural 

undisturbed subsoil within no cut could be seen in association with a skull partially 

exposed on the southern side of the monitored area. The skull was covered with spoil to 

act as a protective buffer and left in situ.  

 

The lack of a re-worked soil layer and no clear evidence for grave cuts within the 

stripped area may be a reflection of the sites location of the site on the north side of the 

church, which was often considered least favourable for burials. The service trench was 

too shallow and narrow to gain any meaningful information, but this does mean that 

archaeological levels are very unlikely to have been impacted significantly by the work 

and any deposits present remain undisturbed. 

 

 
Plate 1. General view of the ground level reduction, looking ESE. 1m scale 
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Plate 2. Exposed skull, looking west. 40cm scale 

 

 
Plate 3. Soil profile, looking NNE. 40cm scale 
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5. Archive deposition 
The paper and digital project archive is to be deposited with Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service at their stores in Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk. 

 

An OASIS form has been completed for this report (suffolka1-286626) and a digital copy 

of this report submitted for inclusion on the Archaeology Data Service database 

(http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/greylit). 
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1. Introduction 

• Suffolk Archaeology CIC (SACIC) has been contracted to monitor groundworks for 
development at St Peters Church, Church Road, Bruisyard, Suffolk.   

• The archaeological monitoring is required by a condition on the approved planning 
application CD/16/0300/FUL, in accordance with paragraph 141 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework, and is subject to a Brief produced by Kate Batt of 
Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS), the Archaeological 
Advisor to the planning authority, dated 15/05/2017. 

• The condition has been placed as the site lies within the parish churchyard and 
development groundworks have the potential to impact upon human burials and 
archaeological remains relating to the development of the church since the 
medieval period.  

• The aim of the monitoring is to record all such deposits which are damaged or 
removed by the sites development, the maximum construction depth for the 
proposed detached storage/toilet block and associated Trench Arch being 
between 0.3m and 0.4m deep. 

 
 

2. Archaeological method statement 

2.1. Preparation 

• The project will be managed by SACIC Project Officer John Craven in accordance 
with Management of Research in the Historic Environment (Historic England, 2015). 

• SACIC will be given 5 days notice of the commencement of the fieldwork to enable 
the works to be monitored effectively. 

• An OASIS online record has been initiated and key fields in details, location and 
creator forms have been completed. 

• An event number and site code have been obtained from the Suffolk HER Officer 
and will be included on all future project documentation. 

• A full Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER) search will be completed if 
deemed necessary by SCCAS following completion of fieldwork and initial 
assessment of results. The HER search reference number, if applicable, will be 
included in the report.  
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2.2. Fieldwork 

• The Brief requires observation of the ground works for any soil stripping and 
foundations on site. These ground works will be monitored as they progress by an 
SACIC Project Officer (TBC), in close liaison with the developer/contractor. 
Adequate allowance has been made within the quote cost to cover the recording of 
exposed archaeological deposits.  

• Fieldwork standards will be guided by ‘Standards for Field Archaeology in the East 
of England’ (Gurney 2003), ‘Standard and Guidance for an Archaeological Watching 
Brief’ (Chartered Institute for Archaeologists 2014) and ‘Guidance for Best Practice 
for the Treatment of Human Remains Excavated from Christian Burial Grounds in 
England, Second Edition’ (APABE 2017). 

 

2.2.1. General archaeological deposits 

• The exposed surface from the soil strip/trenching will be examined for archaeological 
features and finds and limited hand cleaning will be undertaken to clarify small areas 
as necessary and as health and safety considerations allow. Exposed 
archaeological features will be sectioned by hand with sampling at a normal 
standard for medieval and earlier deposits (i.e. 100% of structural features or 
graves/cremations, 50% of contained features e.g. pits, and 10-20% of linear 
features). Cremations will be 100% bagged and taken as samples. If thought 
appropriate and of archaeological benefit a metal detector search of exposed 
surfaces and spoil will be undertaken. 

• Normal SACIC conventions, compatible with the County Historic Environment 
Record (HER), will be used during the site recording. Site records will be made using 
a continuous numbering system.  Site plans will be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50 as 
appropriate, either by hand or using a RTK GPS.  Plans and sections of individual 
features, soil layers etc will be recorded at 1:10, 1:20 or 1:50 as appropriate. A 
digital photographic record will be made throughout the monitoring works.  

• All pre-modern finds will be kept and no discard policy will be considered until all the 
finds have been processed and assessed. All finds will be brought back to the 
SACIC office at the end of each day for processing.  Much of the archive and 
assessment preparation work will be done inhouse, but in some circumstances it 
may be necessary to send some categories of finds to specialists working in 
archaeology and university departments in other parts of the country. 

• Bulk environmental (40 litre) soil samples will be taken from selected archaeological 
features where possible and retained until an appropriate specialist has assessed 
their potential for palaeo-environmental remains. Decisions will be made on the need 
for further analysis following this assessment. If necessary advice will be sought 
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from the Historic England Regional Science Advisor (East of England), on the need 
for specialist environmental sampling. 

 

2.2.2. Human skeletal remains 

• Due to the nature of the site, and depth of proposed groundworks it is thought 
probable that disarticulated human skeletal remains will be identified and collected 
from mixed topsoil and subsoil deposits. Articulated skeletons in defined grave cuts 
are most likely to lie at a greater depth than the proposed groundworks but the 
possibility that such may be exposed cannot be wholly discounted. 

• The site is consecrated ground and as such is governed by ecclesiastical law, being 
under the jurisdiction of the Church of England. The client, Bruisyard PCC, has been 
granted a faculty by the diocesan chancellor in order to carry out the works (No. 
14404) on 28/04/2017 and any human remains encountered will be dealt with in 
accordance with this license. This supersedes the law and the provisions of Section 
25 of the Burial Act 1857 and the requirement on secular sites to obtain a Ministry of 
Justice license. 

• Human remains will be treated at all stages with care and respect. 

• Disarticulated human remains will be collected by the onsite archaeologist during 
groundworks and, unless a need for archaeological analysis can be demonstrated, 
will either be reburied onsite during the project or handed to the Church for reburial 
at a later date. 

• Church of England law presumes that human remains should be undisturbed except 
in exceptional cases. If intact human burials are exposed SACIC will consult with the 
Church and SCCAS as to the project methodology and treatment of each burial. If 
any such remains need to be disturbed/removed by the construction groundworks 
they will be lifted by the onsite archaeologist and either reburied onsite during the 
project or handed to the Church for reburial at a later date. If scientific study is 
required the remains will be temporarily removed to the SACIC warehouse facilities 
before being returned to the Church for reburial. 

 

 

2.3. Post-excavation reporting 

• The post-excavation work will be managed by Richenda Goffin. Specialist finds staff 
will be experienced in local and regional types and periods for their field. Members of 
the project team will be responsible for taking the project to archive and assessment 
levels. 

• All site data will be entered on a computerised database compatible with the County 
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HER. All site plans and sections will be scanned to form a digital archive. Ordnance 
Datum levels will be on the section sheets.  

• All finds will be processed, marked and bagged/boxed to County HER requirements. 
Where appropriate finds will be marked with a site code and a context number. Finds 
will be recorded and archived to minimum standards laid down by relevant groups 
(e.g. the Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group, the Study Group for Roman Pottery 
or the Medieval Pottery Research Group).  Finds quantification will fully cover 
weights and numbers of finds by OP and context with a clear statement for 
specialists on the degree of apparent residuality observed. 

• Metal finds will be x-rayed if appropriate and coins will be x-rayed if necessary for 
identification. Sensitive finds will be conserved if necessary and deposited in 
bags/boxes suitable for long term storage to Institute for Conservation (ICON) 
standards. All coins will be identified to a standard acceptable to normal numismatic 
research. 

• Environmental samples will be processed and assessed in accordance with English 
Heritage guidance (Campbell et al 2011). 

• A full monitoring report summarising all the findings and containing a full assessment 
of all finds and samples will be produced, consistent with the principles of MoRPHE 
(Historic England 2015), to a scale commensurate with the archaeological results. A 
draft digital copy will be submitted to SCCAS for approval within 6 months of 
completion of fieldwork. The report will contain all appropriate scale plans and 
sections. The report will include a statement as to the value and significance of the 
results in the context of the Regional Research Framework for the East of England 
(Brown and Glazebrook, 2000, Medlycott 2011).  The report will form the basis for 
full discharge of the relevant condition.  

• The report will include a summary in the established format for inclusion in the 
annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute of 
Archaeology and History. 

• On approval a digital .pdf, and a printed and bound copy of the report, will be 
submitted to the County HER. An unbound copy of the report will be included with 
the project archive. A digital and fully georeferenced vector plan showing the 
application area and trench locations, compatible with MapInfo software, will also be 
supplied. 

• A digital .pdf copy of the approved report will be supplied to the client, together with 
our final invoice for outstanding fees. Printed and bound copies will be supplied on 
request. 
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2.4. Archive 

• The online OASIS form for the project will be completed and a .pdf version of the 
report uploaded to the OASIS website for online publication by the Archaeological 
Data Service. A copy of the completed project OASIS form will be included as an 
appendix. 

• The finds from the project will be deposited in the SCCAS archaeological store 
together with the project archive. The project costing includes the fee charged by 
SCCAS for this service. A form transferring ownership of the archive to SCCAS will 
be completed and included in the project archive.  

• The project archive will be consistent with Management of Research in the Historic 
Environment (MoRPHE, Historic England 2015). The project archive will also meet 
the requirements detailed in ‘Archaeological Archives in Suffolk’ (SCCAS 2017).  

• Exceptions from the above include material covered by the Treasure Act which will 
be reported and submitted to the appropriate authorities, and human skeletal 
remains which will be stored within the archive until returned to the Church for 
reburial. 

• The client and/or landowner will be made aware that if they choose not to use the 
SCCAS storage facility they will be expected to make alternative arrangements for 
the long term storage of the archive that meet the requirements of SCCAS. 

 
 

2.5. Project Staff 

Project Manager:     John Craven 
Site monitoring:      SACIC Project Officer/Supervisor (TBC) 
Finds Manager/Post Roman finds:   Richenda Goffin 
Finds quantification/Small finds:   Dr Ruth Beveridge 
Roman Pottery/General finds:   Dr Ioannis Smyrnaios  
Prehistoric pottery:     Anna Doherty (Archaeology South-East) 
Prehistoric flint:     Sarah Bates (freelance) 
Faunal remains:     Julie Curl (freelance) 
Human remains/Post Roman pottery and CBM: Sue Anderson (freelance) 
Environmental samples:    Anna West 
Archives:      Dr Ruth Beveridge 
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