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Summary 
A trench excavation was carried out to replace a leaking water main in the grounds of 

Nos. 6, 9 and 10, The Churchyard and Ford House, Bury St Edmunds. The site lies 

within the precinct of the former Abbey of St Edmunds in an area of know human 

burials, supposedly the monk’s cemetery, and is a designated Schedule Ancient 

Monument (SM 35556).   

The excavations were situated largely within the flood plain of the River Lark but since 

the mid-late 16th century onwards the site has been ‘reclaimed’ by raising the ground 

levels and grading the slope to create a series of pleasure gardens. This landscaping 

was achieved by dumping redeposited midden material or domestic rubbish, which was 

collected from within the town during 16th-18th century. This is  thought to be part of an 

extensive rubbish layer which has been found previously across the abbey precinct. On 

the site, the dumped material lay up to 50cms deep and had buried and preserved the 

medieval ground surface; concealed medieval surface features comprised the remains 

of a hearth or oven and a spread of lime mortar, whilst below these was an earlier pit 

which may have originally been excavated to extract the gravel from the river terrace.  

There was no evidence of graves within the area of the floodplain and the only human 

bone, which was residual and disarticulated, was found in the garden of No.6 

suggesting that burials were confined to the higher ground above the flood plain edge. 
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1. Introduction
This report presents the results of an archaeological monitoring undertaken during 

excavations of a trench to replace the watermain that supplies Nos. 6, 9 and 10, The 

Churchyard and Ford House; these buildings were formerly part of the Shire Hall 

complex in Bury St Edmunds that housed West Suffolk County Council. The renewal of 

the water pipe was imperative to locate and repair an acute leak, which was manifest in 

the unacceptably low water pressure. In addition, as each building is now in separate 

ownership or tenancy (Ford House is now a pre-school, No.9-10 a sexual-health clinic 

and No 6 a private dwelling) each is to be fitted with an individual water-meter. The 

historic significance of the site is that it lies within the precinct of the former Abbey of St 

Edmunds; it has been designated a Scheduled Ancient Monument (National Heritage 

List for England Ref. 1021450, Scheduled Monument No: SM 35556) and, as such, is 

protected by statute. The method and scope of work was established in consultation 

with Historic England and carried out under Scheduled Monument Consent (SMC 

reference S00155245). The excavations were completed during March 2017; the 

monitoring was done by Suffolk Archaeology CIC for Vertus Ltd and funded through 

Suffolk County Council.  

2. The site
The site is located at TL 8581 6407 and lies within the floodplain, on the west side of the 

River Lark. It encompassed the over-grown gardens of Nos.6, 9 and 10, The 

Churchyard and the pre-school’s playground which is a tarmac yard. The site is now 

visually separated from the ruins of the abbey church to the north by a garden wall, 

which was built around the turn of the 18th century, but a large section of upstanding 

medieval masonry, c.5m long and over 2m high, survives within the area of the 

playground. The medieval wall dates from the 12th-13th century; it lies on the line of a 

supposed earlier eastern limit of precinct and may be a fragment of a previous boundary 

wall (Fig.1).  

The cottage (No 6), in the north-east corner of the site occupies a slightly elevated 

position from which the ground surface slopes down, by about 0.75m, to the south and 

the east. Nos 9-10 are terraced into the slope and this is particularly notable at the west 

end of the building (Pl.2). The site is about 32-33m OD and the surface geology is made 

up of sands and gravels of the river terrace.  
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The water main exists as a spur which runs W-E crossing the Great Cemetery (suppling 

the Clopton Hospital and Abbey precincts) to the west of the site and terminates at Ford 

House. The replaced section ran from a stop valve just inside the west boundary of the 

site to Ford House (Fig.5).  

3. Archaeology and historical background
The site lies wholly within the former precinct of the Abbey of St Edmunds once one of 

the pre-eminent Benedictine monasteries in medieval England. It is located just to the 

south of the great abbey church, in the area marked as the site of the ‘Cemetery of the 

Monks’ on the first edition Ordnance Survey (Fig.4). The cemetery is mentioned in 

Burrough’s collection of documents in relation to the site of St Andrew’s Chapel which is 

believed to have been located just north of Ford House (Fig.1). In 1877 human remains 

were uncovered during building work at Nos. 1 & 2 Abbey Precinct and articulated 

burials were uncovered 50cm below the surface in a test hole in the front garden of No 

6, during 2007, as part of a wider evaluation (BSE 291, Gill 2007) (Fig.5). The Great 

Churchyard which lies just to the west of the site was the lay burial ground for the town’s 

two parishes from the 12th century.  

Following the Reformation of the Roman Catholic Church in England, the Abbey was 

dissolved and was surrendered to the crown’s commissioners in 1539; the site was first 

leased to Sir Anthony Wingfield before being conveyed, as a single entity, to John Eyer 

in February 1560. By the 17th century, however, many of the small parcels of land 

around the margins of the site had been transferred into separate, individual ownership. 

Property deeds show that the boundaries that divide the south side of the precinct into 

the land parcels that we see today were already in place by the first quarter of the 18th 

century. The area of the monks’ cemetery was an orchard by 1727 and separate from 

The Great Churchyard; the churchyard was in private hands until 1798 when it was 

purchased on behalf of the Borough (Breen 2007). The maps by Downing (1740) and 

Thomas Warren (1748) both show the site as part of a larger garden and are the 

earliest depiction of the site (Fig. 2). 

The mansion, now known as Nos. 1 & 2 Abbey Precinct, was built in 1757 replacing an 

earlier dwelling on the site. The house was purchased in 1799 by John Benjafield (once 
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Figure 2. Extract from Thomas Warren’s map of Bury St Edmunds 1748 which depicts the site 
as part of a garden; it is labelled as such on the 1791 edition, along with the name of the then 
owner William Eldred. The buildings shown are in the locations now occupied by Nos. 1 & 2 
Abbey Precincts and No.6, The Churchyard but the current buildings post-date the publication 
of the map. The mansion house (now Abbey Precincts) was built in 1757 and is recognisably 
the same building as the one shown on the map below. North is to the left. 

Figure 3. Part of a J.G. Lenny’s map of Bury 1823 with an extract from the map key shown 
bottom right. The site was leased by Nathaniel Hodson in 1820 to create his botanical gardens. 
In 1831, the gardens were relocated to the Great Courtyard of the former Abbey, where 
Hodson’s circular design and specimen trees are still the basis of the Abbey Gardens. The 
building in the corner of the plot could be the cottage that occupies the corner of the site. North 
is to the top.   



5 

the proprietor of London’s Morning Post) who was altogether held in low esteem for 

blackmailing the Prince Regent over his highness’ relationship with a Mrs Fitzherbert. 

The mansion’s grounds included the excavation area and the former shire-hall carpark 

which were leased in 1820 to Nathanial Hodson, a pioneering botanist and plant hunter, 

who established a garden for his collection; it was supported through subscription by the 

town’s gentry and local nobility and was stocked with plant specimens gathered from 

around the world. Such was the interest in the garden that it soon outgrew its site and in 

the autumn of 1830 Hudson was offered (for rent) the Great Courtyard of the Abbey and 

created the forerunner of the Abbey Gardens. Hudson’s original botanical garden is 

depicted on J.G. Lenny’s map of the town of 1823 (Fig. 3). 

The cottage (now No.6) which stands in the corner of the plot is Grade II listed (Source 

ID 1375561). It is built of flint and brick in a picturesque (what is known as ‘polite’) style 

designed to enhance its setting (Pl.1). A building is shown occupying this approximate 

site on Warren map of 1748 (Fig.2); the listing assigns it to the mid-19th century but the 

architectural style of the cottage would suggest that it is slightly earlier than this, 

probably c.1820-30; and it may be a lodge associated with Hodson’s botanical garden. 

Figure 4. First Edition Ordnance Survey 1884 showing the cottage (No.6, The Churchyard) and 
glass-houses. The site is labelled as ‘Cemetery of the Monks’; a burial was discovered during 
test pitting close to the west boundary wall in 2007 and graves were disturbed when the house 
known as ‘Abbey Precincts’ was under construction in the mid-18th century. The approximate 
course of the trench excavation is shown in red.  

Fragment of medieval wall 
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West Suffolk County Council acquired the site in 1957; the properties that once fronted 

Raingate Street were added in the early 1960’s to create an extensive plot on which to 

construct a new Shire Hall complex. The ‘New Shire Hall’ was opened in 1968 and 

brought together, onto a single site, many of the councils’ departments that had been 

previously dispersed across the town. The semi-detached dwellings Nos 9-10 were 

constructed as part of the complex to provide on-site lodgings for the Shire Hall’s 

custodial staff; the garage block and archive store were also part of this phase and all 

share an architectural style. Nos. 9 and 10 were extended in the mid-1980’s with the 

addition of the ‘finds sorting room’ (Fig.5), when it became the offices of SCC 

Archaeological Service; it was around this time that Ford House was also built to 

accommodate the county’s architect department. The county council vacated the site in 

2016. 

4. Methodology
The new water main was to be laid over the existing pipe, re-excavating the infill of the 

previous trench to minimise the possible impact on any archaeological deposits. The 

trench was excavated entirely by hand in the ‘soft-dig’ areas of the gardens and, having 

located the existing (plastic) water pipe alongside the stop-valve in the garden of No.6, 

was simply chased along its route. A machine was used to dig the trench through the 

hard-surfaced playground of Ford House after it was established that a deep sub-base 

of modern rubble overlay any potential archaeological levels. A new trench route which 

took a direct line to the inlet point of Ford House, was cut with a disc-cutter to avoid 

unnecessarily peeling-up large areas of tarmac and to enable its repair after backfilling.  

All excavation was observed by the monitoring archaeologist; where necessary the 

trench sides were cut back and cleaned to reveal the soil profile of the ground through 

which the trench had been cut and representative sections were drawn at 1.20. The 

trench route was planned at 1:50 and the locations of the drawn section were marked 

on it; all the drawn records have been digitised and reproduced for the report. 

Photographs were taken of the site prior to the start of work and during the excavation; 

the combination of the narrow width and depth of the trench, however, meant that it was 

not the most effective way to capture information. 

All archaeological deposits were recorded on pro-forma sheets using a continuous 

numbering system. The records have been input into an Access database, a report form 
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of which has been included as Appendix 2. A new site code (BSE 514) was issued by 

Suffolk HER; all finds and site records have been archived under this number. An 

OASIS online record has been completed and a summary sheet included as Appendix 7 

at the back of the report. 

5. Results 

5.1 Introduction 

The excavated trench was 85m long and 0.3-0.4m wide; the route is shown in Figure 5 

and the trench sections, which illustrate the composition of the soil profile at selective 

points along the trench route, in Figure 6. The excavation depth was determined by the 

level of the existing services and was c.700mm below the ground surface. The soil 

profile was made up of disturbed and imported/redeposited soil which had been 

dumped over the area in post-medieval (c.16-18th centuries) and modern times. The 

depth of soil make-up was generally greater than that of the trench and geological 

natural was only encountered at the boundary between the gardens of Nos.9 and 6. 

Eight test holes were excavated below the trench depth to characterise the 

archaeological deposit and collect secure dating evidence from below the otherwise 

disturbed soil of the trench. The location of the test holes are marked on the site plan, 

(Fig.5) and all were drawn in section; sections S3-S9 are shown relative to a common 

datum to illustrate the fall in the ground level. No burials were encountered but 

fragments of disarticulated human bone were recovered as residual finds from the 

garden of No.6.  

 

From an inspection chamber in the garden of No.6 westward, the existing water pipe 

had been covered by ducting for the wires (or fibre-optics) of the former SCC computer 

network. The ducts comprised four, 4” pipes laid side-by-side (Pl.4) which had created a 

corridor of disturbance at least 0.8m wide up to the rear door of No.10 (Fig. 5). The 

excavation followed the line of this disturbance and the new water pipe laid alongside 

the computer ducts. The trench was criss-crossed with other undergrown services (Fig. 

5) and it was evident that the ground had been disturbed previously; intensively so at 

the rear of Nos 9 and 10. The work showed that the original (1960’s) watermain had 

been diverted around the north end of the ‘finds sorting room’ when the building was 

extended in the 1980’s and a large split in this section of pipe was located in the pre-

school yard (Pl.9). 
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5.2 Trench results 

Garden of No. 6 

The upper soil profile in the garden of No. 6 was made up of a redeposited dark loam 

0002 which contained building rubble and modern detritus (plastic etc), over a buried 

garden soil 0003(S1- 4 Fig.6). The buried soil (0003) was encountered at 400mm below 

the current surface. It was the main fill of the trench where it crossed the garden of No.6 

and was a homogenous, cultivated garden soil, about 350mm deep. The layer produced 

china, frequent broken flower pot and animal bone etc. but the rubble and modern 

detritus seen in the upper layer (0002) was absent. Residual finds of medieval post 

medieval pottery were collected and the bone assemblage included two fragments of an 

adult human radius, probably from the same bone. A layer of lime-mortar rubble within a 

matrix of large stone gravel and dark silt/loam (0004) was encountered at the base of 

the trench (at 700m below the ground surface) in S1. This was interpreted as an 

undisturbed archaeological layer; it produced an animal rib with butchery marks but no 

datable finds.  

 

The trench was excavated to a greater depth around the computer ducts’ inspection 

chamber sampling deeper archaeological deposits which were recorded in S2 and 3. 

Below the disturbed upper soil profile (layers 0002 and 0003), an archaeological horizon 

was encountered at a depth of 700mm. The upmost layer was a dark green-brown, 

organic, silt-sand which was loose-textured and stoneless (S2 and 3 0005). It was 

flecked throughout with frequently occurring charcoal and contained low concentrations 

of small frags of CBM and was characteristic of decomposed domestic waste often 

found in pit fills within the town. Below this was a dark, muddy, stony layer with mortar 

(0006) which produced pig and cow bones and a clay pipe stem. It was thought to be a 

continuation of layer 0004, which was seen in S1, but here the layer could be excavated 

to its full depth (0.5m) and geological gravel was found at the bottom the test hole 

1.38m below ground surface. The level of the gravel was 230mm lower than in the 

adjacent section (S4) suggesting that the test hole had been dug into a cut 

archaeological feature.   

Garden of Nos. 9 and 10 

Along the line of the trench the ground surface stepped down at the plot boundary 

between Nos.6 and 9 suggesting that the western part of the site was levelled/terraced 
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prior to the construction of Nos 9 and 10 (Pl.2). Here the natural gravel was 

encountered along a 5m length of the trench at a depth of 600mm (S4) and this was 

theonly place that the work exposed the surface geology; from this point on, the original 

topography sloped down to the river and the geological surface became beyond the 

reach of the trench excavations. The level of the natural gravel was recorded in test 

hole S5 at 1.1m below the current ground surface which was 0.7m lower than it was at 

S4; the depth to the gravel was also located by probing in S8 and S9. 

  

The upper soil profile immediately behind Nos.9-10 was made up entirely of soil that 

had be wholly reworked during the construction of the building in the late 1960’s. An 

intact archaeological level (S5, 0007) survived below the buried services and consisted 

of an extensive deposit of loose textured, dark (almost black) organic silt/sand. It was 

thought to be a redeposited dump of occupation debris or midden-waste and contained 

copious oyster shells, whelks and animal bones together with fragments of tile, building 

flints and pottery. It appeared to be spread over the entire area in a layer 300-500mm 

thick and was recorded in sections S5, S6, S7, S8, S9 and S15 under individual context 

numbers 0007, 0009, 0010, 0012 and 0018 respectively. The pottery assemblage 

included some residual medieval coarse and glazed wares dating from the 12th—14th 

centuries, but its deposition was spot-dated to the 17th-18th century by the presence of 

glazed-earthenwares which included Staffordshire combed-slipware; clay tobacco-pipe 

stems and post-medieval tile were also found commonly within it. In S5 the ‘dumped 

rubbish layer’ directly overlay the natural gravel but in S8 S9 and S15 it sealed a buried 

topsoil (numbered 0011 in S8, and 0013 in S9) the top of which represented the former 

ground surface at about the time of the Dissolution. The buried topsoil was a relatively 

stone-free dark silt and devoid of the cultural material found in the overlying dump layer. 

This absence of finds perhaps reflects its location close to, or part of, the medieval 

graveyard.  

Ford House, the pre-school playground  

The trench crossed into the pre-school yard below a garden wall at the end of the 

treatment rooms (Fig.5). It initially followed the line of the north boundary wall which was 

constructed probably no later than the beginning of the 18th century; the wall was 

‘rubble–built’ constructed from a mix of flint, brick and limestone fragments salvaged 

from the abbey ruins. The pipe trench was excavated entirely within disturbed soil and 

exposed the wall’s simple spread footing 300mm below the ground surface (S10a). 
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The tarmac surface of the playground had been laid over a sub-base of brick rubble; the 

rubble layer was generally about 400mm thick (S12 and S13) but was 600mm at the 

NW corner of the yard (S11) where the excavations were complicated by storm drain 

(salt-glazed pipes) which ran east from the corner of the building. The bricks were 

generally modern (flettons) but also included some 19th century examples including 

ceramic coping tile/brick. The building on the west side of the yard had been designed 

as part of the Shire Hall complex as a garage block for SCC trucks and buses and the 

yard’s make-up was suitably robust.  

 

In the western half of the yard the rubble had been laid over a dark brown clay/silt, 

0014, a spread of occupation debris which contained charcoal and crushed mortar, 

post-medieval tile, oyster shell, glazed red-earthenware and fragments of iron fittings. 

The   deposition of the layer was pre-Victorian in date and probably a continuation of the 

dump layer seen in the garden of Nos.9 and 10. The ground surface was lower that the 

adjacent garden and the soil-profile had probably been truncated prior to the 

construction of the yard and garage block. A test hole excavated at S13 revealed that 

the remains of the dump layer 0014 was 300mm deep and overlay an earlier soil 

horizon, 0015, a stoney, brown silt with pea shingle; a possible pre-Dissolution ground 

surface, which produced oyster shell and medieval pottery.  

 

There was no evidence of medieval masonry surviving below ground, where the trench 

crossed the line of the Abbey wall. The area had been completely disturbed and there 

was a large slab of concrete, which was reinforced with cast -in scaffolding poles, 

400mm below the yard surface (Pls.5 and 6). The concrete seemed to form a cap over 

an area of soft and unstable ground, indicative of a large infilled hole. This part of the 

site is close to the line of the one of the town’s main sewers, which was renewed in 

1961 and the disturbance probably relates to these works. Only relative modern soil 

deposits were observed in the trench between the concrete pad and Ford House; under 

the brick rubble sub-base, was a layer of silt with concentrations of discarded coal and 

clinker. A wide corridor of modern services, presumably related to Ford House, 

paralleled the front of the building.  
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Soakaway pit  

Prior to the start of work a large soakaway, 5.2sqm in area, had been excavated in the 

NE corner of the garden of No.10 (Pls. 3 and 7). It was not part of the current project 

and had been excavated without Scheduled Monument consent. It was excavated to the 

depth of underlying natural gravel and thus revealed the full stratigraphic sequence 

(Fig.7, S15); as an illustration of how the site had evolved and by how much the ground 

level had been built up, it was more informative than the watermain trench. The ground 

level along the north side of the garden had been raised through redeposition of 

top/garden soil; some of this had occurred in the recent past as a result of the 

construction of Nos. 9/10 and the sorting room.  Below the augmented depth of topsoil 

was a layer of brick rubble (0023) possibly from the greenhouses (Fig.4) which were 

demolished when the site was taken over by SCC. Below this were two layers (0024 

and 0025) of topsoil which were being worked as former botanical gardens from the 

18th century onwards; these layers were relatively devoid of the discarded pottery and 

animal bone that characterised the early post-medieval dump layer, but did include ash, 

clinker and coal from heating the 19th century cottage and greenhouses.  

 

At 800mm below the ground surface was a fine rubble layer composed of lime mortar 

and small flints within a matrix of brown silt (0025). This material probably relates to the 

construction of the garden wall that forms the north boundary and occurred at a similar 

level to the wall’s step-foundations recorded in S10. When constructed, the wall 

foundation was shallow set and so the top of the rubble layer is probably indicative of 

the ground surface at about the turn of the 18th century. Below the putative wall 

foundation deposit was the deep layer of dark, finds-rich, organic silt 0018: the 

ubiquitous occupation debris, that was dumped across the site during the mid-16th to 

18th century, and which was recorded within the watermain trench.   

 

The medieval ground surface was well preserved and was recorded at 1.50m below the 

current ground levels. It could be identified by the presence of surface features which 

included a thin spread of chalky clay and patch, or pad, of mortar where it seemed that 

a bucket of lime had been tipped out onto the ground. The clay layer (0017) was 2-3cms 

thick, its surface was burnt red/pink and covered with a thin lens of charcoal. The clay 

had been burnt in-situ and the intensity of heat had reddened the soil beneath it. The 

clay is, most likely, the base of a hearth or oven; the structure was insubstantial and the   
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clay had broken up and was surrounded by a thin spread of charcoal that continued as 

a horizontal line across the section. The mortar pad was recorded in the east section 

but occurred at the same level as the hearth suggesting that it could be 

contemporaneous. The features lay on the surface of a layer of brown silt-sand, 0016; 

this was 200mm thick and is the buried medieval topsoil. At the base of the section was 

a layer of large stone gravel which had the appearance of a deflated soil or washed 

gravels. It was 100-200m thick and overlay orange/yellow sand; it was unclear whether 

this was a natural pocket of gravel within the sand or an archaeological deposit. 

 

The bottom of the soakaway was cleaned; no grave cuts could be identified but in the 

SW corner was a large feature, possibly a pit (0020). It was early in date and had not 

been cut through the soil levels that sealed the medieval ground level. The pit had been 

infilled with a pale grey sand that was flecked through with charcoal; it was planned but 

not sampled by excavation.  

 

6. Finds and environmental evidence 
Richenda Goffin unless otherwise noted 

6.1 Introduction 

Small quantities of finds were collected from the monitoring of the five areas around 9-

10 The Churchyard. These are quantified in the table below, whilst a full catalogue by 

context is shown in Appendix 3.  

 
Finds Type No Wt (g) 
Pottery 21 448 
CBM 23 1215 
Clay tobacco pipe 5 22 
Slag 1 84 
Mortar  2 153 
HSR 2 22 
Animal bone 34 649 
Shell 5 31 
Clinker 1 4 

Table 1. Bulk finds quantities 
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6.2 The Pottery 

Introduction and methodology 

A total of twenty-one fragments of pottery weighing 448g was recovered from the 

monitoring. The assemblage which is medieval and post-medieval was collected from 

nine contexts. 

 

The ceramics were quantified using the recording methods recommended in the MPRG 

Occasional Paper No 2, Minimum standards for the processing, recording, analysis and 

publication of Post-Roman ceramics (Slowikowski et al 2001).  The pottery was 

recorded by sherd count and weight by fabric, and the estimated number of vessels was 

noted. Other characteristics such as form, decoration and condition were catalogued. A 

date range for the pottery fabrics in each context was established, along with the 

suggested overall date of the deposition of the pottery. The pottery catalogue was 

inputted into the project database (Appendix 4). 

 

The codes used are based mainly on broad fabric and form types identified in Eighteen 

centuries of pottery from Norwich (Jennings 1981), and additional fabric types 

established by the Suffolk Unit (S Anderson, unpublished fabric list).   

Medieval  

Fourteen sherds with an overall weight of 104g are medieval (L12th-14th century). They 

consist of a range of medieval coarsewares including Bury variants such as Bury 

Coarse Sandy ware and Bury Sandy fineware. Two glazed wares are also present, a 

sherd of Grimston-type ware with iron oxide slip (13th-14th C), and a fragment of 

Hedingham fineware (Mid 12th-Mid 13th C).  

Post-medieval  

Six sherds weighing 321g belong to the post-medieval period. The group is mainly 

made up of post-medieval redwares, some of which may be pre-dissolution in date. 

Other post-medieval wares include the remains of a large Glazed red earthenware jar or 

cistern and a fragment of a combed slipware dish from Staffordshire (1650-1800). 
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Pottery by feature  

Most of the features contained residual medieval pottery mixed with later finds, in buried 

soil deposits 0003, 0005, 0008, 0009, and 0014. The fill of rubbish dump 0010 included 

three sherds of abraded medieval pottery but also fragments of medieval and late 

medieval/post-medieval roofing tiles.  

Layer 0016 is the only context from which medieval pottery and tile could be safely 

assigned to the medieval period, with no later material. 

6.3 Ceramic building material  

Introduction and recording 

Twenty-three fragments of ceramic building material were recovered from eight contexts 

in total, weighing 1215g. The small assemblage was fully catalogued by count, weight, 

fabric and where possible form. Surviving complete dimensions were recorded, apart 

from the thicknesses of roofing tiles. Other characteristics such as evidence of re-use 

were noted, and approximated dating established for each fragment. Fabric types were 

classified according to the fabric series used in Suffolk (Anderson, unpublished) which 

is in turn based on Drury’s typology of ceramic building material recorded in Norwich 

(Drury 1993). The catalogue is shown in Appendix 6.  

Ceramic building material by period 

Medieval  

Nine fragments of ceramic building material weighing 399g are medieval, dating to the 

13th-15th centuries. They consist for the most part of fragments of roofing tile which 

have one or more of the following characteristics:  reduced cores, lead glaze, or very 

sandy fabrics (8 fragments). In addition, a small corner of a medieval floor tile was 

identified from layer 0018. It has a chamfered edge which is knife-trimmed, and there is 

evidence of lead glaze on the upper surface. The fabric which is fine with few inclusions, 

is likely to be Flemish. The tile is unusual since it seems to be rectangular rather than 

square; it appears to have a real albeit irregular edge running parallel to the chamfered 

edge. It is perhaps part of an edging tile around a pavement of square floor tiles which 

were more elaborately decorated.  

 

Ten fragments of oxidised roofing tile were present which were assigned a late 

medieval/post-medieval date based on their fabric and overall appearance (wt: 612g). 
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These could be pre-dissolution in date, although there is evidence from the presence of 

mortar on some broken edges for the re-use of this material. Two further tile fragments 

are post-medieval; one of these is a shaped tile with deep brown glaze which could be a 

tile used for the edging of garden borders. A fragment of a white-firing brick belongs to 

the 18th-19th century.  

Ceramic building material by feature 

The fragment of glazed medieval floortile and the glazed roofing tile were found in 

occupation layer 0018 in the soakaway area. 

  

Two further pieces of medieval roofing tile were found in soil horizon 0007. Once piece 

is very abraded, the second fragment has a spread of cream mortar on the flat edge; it 

is possible that they were reused. The largest quantity of roof tile was collected from the 

rubbish layer in S8 (context 0010). The group included both small and large fragments 

of medieval and late medieval/post-medieval roof tile. Evidence of mortar was recorded 

on the underside of some of the tiles, but none was seen on broken edges. More roofing 

tile of a mixed date (medieval to late medieval and possibly post-medieval) was present 

in occupation soil 0009, with a large tile with a recessed peghole found in occupation 

soil 0012. Other post-medieval tile and a fragment of post-medieval white-firing brick 

were found in buried garden soil 0003 and layer 0014.    

6.4 Mortar 

Two fragments of mortar were collected from the monitoring. A fragment of irregularly-

shaped medium sandy mortar made in a very hard buff fabric with moderate chalk 

inclusions up to 6mm in width and sparse flint up to 10mm in width was present in 

occupation soil 0012. The hardness and overall composition indicates that it may be 

later in date than the pottery, which is medieval. Fill 0018 also contained a very hard 

piece of mortar, which had a flat surface like flooring. It too has inclusions of large flint 

pebbles and chalk inclusions up to 18mm in length.    



19 

6.5 Clay tobacco pipe 

Five pieces of clay tobacco pipe with an overall weight of 22g were identified in buried 

garden soil 0003 and soil horizon 0008. The fragments are undecorated stem parts and 

can only be widely dated to the 17th-19th centuries. 

6.6 Slag 

A fragment of metal-working debris was recovered from occupation layer 0018 with 

medieval pottery and tile. It is vesicular and heavy and slightly magnetic. It is slightly 

concave and uniformly of the same thickness (20mm). This uniformity may indicate that 

it is part of the base of a hearth.   

6.7 Small finds 

Ruth Beveridge 

Introduction and recording method 

Four objects were recorded as small finds, two of iron and two of stone. They have 

been fully catalogued on the database with the assistance of low-powered 

magnification. A complete listing is provided as Appendix 5. The metalwork will be sent 

for radiography, and the x-ray plate will be included in the site archive.  

Condition 

The overall condition of the metalwork is poor with surfaces being corroded and masked 

by dirt. 

The assemblage 

The objects are described below by period. 

Medieval 

Stone 

Elongated hone of fine-grained stone, possibly Norwegian ragstone. Rectangular in 
section. The opposite end tapers and is perforated with a drilled, circular hole measuring 
4.5mm. The size of the hone suggests that it could have been carried suspended from a 
belt and utilised as a finishing hone. Examples of perforated hones have been found in 
Norwich (Margeson, 1993, 198, fig.150, No. 1547). 
SF1001, occupation layer 0012. 
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Small fragment of shelly limestone, part of the wall of a mortar vessel. Mortar fragments of 
shelly Jurassic limestone have been researched in Norfolk and attest to the widespread 
trade-routes for the material during the medieval period (Dunning, 1977, 323). Jurassic 
limestone can be acquired from a number of locations including Lincolnshire and Dorset 
(Margeson, 1993, 196). 
SF1004, occupation layer 0012. 

Uncertain date 

Iron 

Piece of elongated structural ironwork, possibly a hinge pivot. It is L-shaped in plan with a 
tapering shank, square in section. It has a broken guide arm. Corroded.  
SF 1002, occupation layer 0014. 
 
Elongated object with long flat shank and arms that are rectangular in section and shorter. 
Corroded. There is possibly an in situ nail along the shank. It is a structural fitting such as 
a bracket or staple. 
SF1003, buried garden soil layer 0003. 

Discussion 

The stone hone (SF1001) and the fragment of shelly mortar (SF 1004) are likely to be 

medieval and they may reflect the disposal of domestic debris associated with the 

lifetime of the abbey. 

The structural ironwork, SFs1002 and 1003, is likely to be of a later, post-medieval date.  

6.8 Human bone 

Sue Anderson  

 

Two fragments of human bone were recovered from buried garden soil deposit 0003. 

Both appear to be fragments of the same right radius, comprising the proximal end (but 

not the tuberosity) and a midshaft fragment. Both are abraded. Assuming these non-

joining fragments are from the same individual, they represent an adult of indeterminate 

sex. 

6.9  Animal bone 

A total of 34 fragments of animal bone weighing 649g was collected from the 

monitoring. The quantifications by context are shown on the bulk finds appendix. Brief 

notes are included in the table below listing identifiable pieces. Identifications were 

made using Schmid (1972). 
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Context Diagnostic animal bone 
0003 Proximal end of sheep radius 

Distal end of sheep tibia 
Distal end of humerus, prob. sheep 
Rib fragments of large mammal such as cow 

0004 Rib fragment with cutmarks from butchery 
 

0006 Joining frags of pig mandible 
Proximal end of bovine radius 

0007 Sheep mandible, frag of unfused longbone 

0008 Poss bovine humerus, w horizontal cutmarks 

0009 Large equine thoracic vertebra 

0010 Large rib, equine or bovine 

0013 Proximal end of sheep metacarpus, worn 

0018 Humerus of ?sheep 

Table 2. Animal bone by identifiable species and elements 
 

In view of the mixed dating of most of the features, the information provided by the 

animal bone assemblage is limited. There is evidence of butchery on some of the 

bones. 

6.10 Shell  

Small amounts of oyster and whelk shell were recovered from three contexts, as shown 

in Appendix 3.  

6.11 Discussion of material evidence 

The finds recovered from the monitoring include medieval pottery, ceramic building 

material, animal bone and shell which are medieval and are likely to be contemporary 

with the abbey, together with other finds which could still be pre-dissolution in date. Only 

a small amount of this cultural material was actually recovered from undisturbed 

features dating to this period. The presence of two fragments of human bone 

redeposited into a later feature are also likely to be medieval. 

7. Discussion 
The trench re-excavated soil that had been disturbed previously and therefore the 

renewal of the watermain had no negative impact on any archaeological deposits. The 

excavation of selected test-holes in the bottom of the trench and the recording of a 

previously dug (and unauthorised) soakaway, however, enabled some understanding of 

the soil make-up across the site to be gained. From this it was possible to characterise 
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the vertical stratigraphy, identify surviving archaeological levels and record the depths at 

which they occur.  

 

The site is located, largely, within the flood plain of the River Lark. The floodplain edge 

lies within the plot of No.6 section and from here the natural topography would have 

inclined more steeply down to the river than it does today. The depth to the geological 

gravel surface was recorded in section S4, S5 S7 and S9 and suggests there was once 

a drop of c.1.40m across the width of the Nos.9-10 garden (which equates to a 1 in 25 

slope). Since the mid-16th century, the site has been ‘reclaimed’ from the floodplain, by 

raising the ground levels and grading the slope, so it could be used as pleasure 

gardens.   

 

By the building-up of the soil the medieval ground surface in what was the lower-lying 

parts of the site has been buried and preserved. An intact medieval ground surface was 

recorded in S8, S9 and S15 at depths of c.1m below the current levels and in S15 

surface features, which comprised a medieval hearth and a spread of lime mortar, were 

preserved. Below these features was an earlier pit which may have been originally been 

excavated for the extraction of gravels from the river terrace. Finds from the buried 

medieval soil horizons (contexts 0011, 0013 and 0016) were sparse, reflecting perhaps 

that, during the medieval this was not an area of domestic occupation but one that was 

situated close to the Abbey Church and its burial grounds. There was no evidence of 

graves within the floodplain, although only 5.2sqm was sampled in the soakaway pit, 

and the only human bone from the site was found in the garden of No.6. This suggests 

that the cemetery may have been confined to the higher ground above the flood plain 

edge. It has been suggested that the ‘monk’s cemetery’ was located within the site, but 

as the wall that now separates it from the Great Churchyard is a post–Dissolution 

addition, it could be simply a continuation of the lay burial ground. The creation of the 

boundary dates from at least the start of 18th century (and is possibly as early as the 

late 16th century) so any graves within the site, be they burghers or brethren, would 

pre-date this event.  

 

Above the flood plain edge the overburden was less deep (c.60cms). The medieval 

ground surface in this part of the site seemed to have been truncated and there was 

evidence of surviving early post-medieval deposits and cut features; burials had been 
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disturbed in this area and disarticulated human bone was found in the garden soils of 

No 6.  

 

The raising of the ground level within the flood plain occurred from the late 16th century 

onwards by the dumping of midden deposits or domestic rubbish. It was spread in a 

deep horizon across the entire Nos 9-10 and Ford House sites and recorded in S5, S6, 

S7, S8, S9, S12, S13 and S15. The material exists in a layer up to 50cms deep in 

places, but its full depth had been truncated by the cultivation of the 18th to mid-20th 

century gardens and later by the construction of the Shire Hall buildings. A deep rubbish 

deposit, similar to the horizon recorded on the site, also occurs across the Abbey 

precinct site and has been recorded in the Great Courtyard, the Cathedral Refectory 

yard and in front of the Abbey Church. Taken together, the quantity of dumped material 

is vast and the volume of material might suggest that, following the Dissolution of the 

monastery, the town’s Corporation used the abandoned precinct as a landfill site. The 

dumped material is very particular: it is organic, made-up largely of food waste and may 

have been a manuring/composting layer to improve the soils.  

 

No evidence was found in the trench of the medieval wall which crosses the Ford House 

Yard. The eastern side of the yard was heavily disturbed and upper part of the soil 

profile seems to have been largely destroyed as the underground services associated 

with Ford House and a main artery of the of the town’s sewer run north-south through 

this part of the site. The sewer was renewed in 1961 and the disturbed ground in this 

area may relate to this major infrastructure work.  

8. Conclusions  
The monitoring has demonstrated that well preserved archaeological deposits exist 

across the site. These are important as they have the potential to contain information 

relating to how the monastic community utilised the floodplain and the river. In addition, 

the layer of dumped material potentially contains a large assemblage of early post-

medieval cultural material reflecting consumerism in Bury St Edmunds during the 

late16th-18th century and provides evidence of how the abbey site was assimilated into 

town following the Dissolution.    
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9. Archive deposition 
The physical, paper and digital archive will be deposited with Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service in their stores in Bury St Edmunds and Ipswich. 
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12. Plates  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plate 1 (left). The early 19th 
century building at No 6, The 
Churchyard, possibly a gardener’s 
lodge associated with Nathaniel 
Hodson’s original botanical 
garden. The cottage occupies an 
elevated position; the plot is 
separated from the Great 
Churchyard by the boundary wall 
on the left of the picture, but a 
human burial was found in the 
front garden in 2007. Looking 
north-west 

Plate 2 (right). Showing the 
change in ground level 
across the plot boundary of 
No.6 and No.9 The 
Churchyard. Natural gravel 
was encountered along this 
segment of the trench at a 
depth of 600mm that 
followed the slope of the 
ground. The gravel had 
been cut into by 
archaeological features at 
the top and bottom of the 
slope. Looking north. 

Plate 3 (left). Upcast spoil 
from the excavation of a 
soakaway pit (the open hole 
is located behind the 
orange barrier covered with 
boards). Disturbed soil and 
building rubble was 
observed across the entire 
garden area; material that 
had been redeposited since 
the building was the offices 
of the SCC Archaeological 
Service in 2016. Looking 
north-west. 
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Plate 4. Trench section S3 showing depth of soil and 
the computer ducting at the base of the trench; the 
water main ran below, and was concealed by, the 
ducts. Looking east. 

Plate 5. Rubble sub-base below the pre-school 
playground. The trench crosses the line of a 
medieval wall (seen in the background underpinned 
with brick). Looking north. 

Plate 6. A concrete slab, which capped off an area of soft backfill, at the base of the trench. No 
evidence of the medieval wall, which was projected to cross the trench at this point, was found. The 
scaffold poles were cast into the slab top left. Looking north-east. 
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Plate 7. Soakaway pit at 
the north end of the 
garden of No 10 The 
Churchyard showing the 
build-up of soil since the 
Dissolution of the Abbey. 
The medieval ground 
surface near the bottom of 
the excavation 
approximately level with 
the division of the white 
and red segments at the 
base of the scale (c.1.70m 
below the current surface) 
the scale is 2m long 
divided in to 0.5m 
segments the photograph 
is taken looking north.  

Plate 8. Thin horizon 
of burnt clay (possible 
hearth) at the base of 
the soakaway, 
indicating the former 
medieval ground 
surface. A spread of 
slaked lime was 
observed in the east 
section face at the 
same level. A large 
feature/pit was cut 
through the gravel at 
the base of the 
excavation. The scale 
is 30cms; photo taken 
looking north.  

Plate 9. Site of the leak in the 
old water main in the pre-school 
yard looking west. The leak was 
repaired temporarily to stop it 
flooding the excavations. 
Looking east.   
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1. Introduction 

• Suffolk Archaeology CIC (SACIC) has been contracted to monitor groundworks for a 
replacement water main within the Abbey Precinct, behind nos. 6 and 9-10 The 
Churchyard, Bury St Edmunds.   

• The archaeological monitoring is required by a condition on the approved application for 
Scheduled Monument Consent, and the work required is detailed in the consent 
notification ref: S00155245 dated 3rd January 2017 issued by Nick Carter (Assistant 
Inspector of Ancient Monuments, Historic England). 

• The condition has been placed as the site lies wholly within the former precinct of the 
abbey of St Edmunds, once one of the pre-eminent Benedictine monasteries in medieval 
England; the Abbey grounds are a designated Scheduled Monument and protected by 
statute (National Heritage List for England Ref. 1021450, Scheduled Monument No: SM 
35556). The specific area of the site lies within the Monks Cemetery, and a test hole dug 
in the front of 9-10 as part of a wider evaluation (BSE 291, Gill 2007) identified articulated 
burials found as little as 50cm below the current ground level although a second one also 
showed some deep truncation of archaeological deposits. 

• The proposed groundworks include excavation along the line of the existing water main 
and the placement of a new pipe on top of the existing (if at sufficient depth, otherwise 
further ground penetration to 750 mm will be required, to comply with Water regulations in 
regard to frost protection).The known presence of nationally important complex 
archaeological remains means that the SMC stipulates that all work will take place under 
direct archaeological supervision within previously disturbed ground, and that 
all,excavation will be hand-excavated (SMC ref S00155245, section 1). 

• Although largely taking place in disturbed ground, it is intended that at least one side of 
the trench section will be excavated back to expose the profile of the medieval deposits, 
so that these can be recorded.  

• The pipe trench will cross the projected line of a north-south precinct wall where it crosses 
the yard between 9-10 The Churchyard and Ford House; there is reasonable potential for 
encountering in situ masonry remains in this area.  

• The aim of the monitoring is to ensure minimum possible impact of the works on surviving 
archaeological deposits and to record any which are exposed during the excavations and 
to contextualise them within the known information about the Abbey.  

• The monitoring will be undertaken by David Gill, an archaeologist with considerable 
expertise in the archaeology of the Abbey and Bury St Edmunds in order to maximise the 
value of any results. 

 
  



 

 

2. Archaeological method statement 

2.1. Pre-start  
• Works are currently scheduled to start in January 2017. 

• 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 has been acquired from the 
Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER) Officer and will be included on all future 
project documentation. 

• A photographic record of the site will be made before any works start. 

2.1. Fieldwork 
• Fieldwork standards will be guided by ‘Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of 

England’ (Gurney 2003) and ‘Standard and Guidance for an Archaeological Watching 
Brief’ (Chartered Institute for Archaeologists 2014). 

• All groundworks will be continuously attended by an experienced archaeologist familiar 
with the archaeology of the Abbey.  

• All excavations through disturbed soft ground will be excavated by hand by the building 
contractor under the constant supervision of an archaeologist (SMC ref S00155245, 
condition vi). If undisturbed deposits are encountered these will be investigated and 
recorded by the archaeologist using the archaeological methodologies set out in this 
document. The archaeologist will be in control of all excavations at all times.  

• It is intended that the new pipe will be placed entirely within the existing trench, so that no 
new ground is disturbed, however should there be areas where this is not possible (e.g. 
the existing pipe is too shallow) then the trench will be widened to the minimum necessary 
to accommodate the new pipe. 

• It should be noted that if the excavations have to stray from the line of the existing trench, 
there is a very high possibility of disturbing human remains, and that there is a legal 
requirement to obtain a licence from the Ministry of Justice before exhuming deliberately 
placed remains. In these circumstances Historic England and SCCAS will be informed 
and the archaeologist will obtain the necessary licence if exhumation is required. The 
contractor should be aware that it will be necessary to suspend work whilst the licence is 
obtained. It should also be noted that it is undesirable to excavate only part of a body 
unless there are pressing reasons (e.g. undermining buildings, health and safety 
concerns) not to do so. In this case we would expect to extend the excavation to allow the 
recovery of the complete individual . (Any other individuals identified but not at risk from 
the excavations will be left undisturbed). The costing includes a ‘per body’ contingency 
sum, as required by condition vii of the SMC, to allow this and any subsequent analysis of 
the remains to be carried out. It is not likely that remains will be re-buried on site unless a 
suitable place that does not disturb more of the scheduled monument can be found.   

• East of 9-10 The Churchyard the pipe runs under a tarmac surface. This surface will be 
mechanically cut and any sub-base removed using a mechanical excavator. There is 
therefore the possibility of encountering in situ masonry here along a projected line of the 



 

 

former precinct wall, and a contingency for this, as required by condition xi of the SMC 
has been considered. If masonry is found it will be cleaned and recorded but left in situ 
unless Historic England and SCCAS agree otherwise, however it is noted that the 
Victorian town sewer follows a similar line, so the wall may have been removed in the 
past. Whether this part of the trench can be mechanically excavated will be dependent on 
the character of the deposits visible in the side of the trench and an assessment of the 
potential for undisturbed remains. The decision as to whether this can be mechanically 
excavated will be made by the observing archaeologist in consultation with Historic 
England and SCCAS.  

• A single side of each trench will be cut back to the edge of the undisturbed ground to 
allow the intact soil profile to be recorded.  

• All trenches excavated will be examined for archaeological features and finds and 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). The exception to this would be the structural features or graves, where 100% of 
the features will be sampled. 

• Samples for environmental assessment will be taken from all interpretable and datable 
archaeological deposits (with the exception of grave fills) in accordance with Historic 
England Guidance, 2011. Where possible samples will be a minimum of 40l, or 100% of 
the available deposit if less. 

• 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 in-house, 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. 

2.2. Post-excavation stage 
• Once site work is completed, all site data will be entered on a computerised database 

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

• Any finds recovered 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. 

• A report detailing the results and including an assessment of all finds 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 
Historic England for approval within 3 months of completion of fieldwork unless otherwise 
agreed. 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 confirmation that the conditions of the 
Scheduled Monument Consent have been met.  

• 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 and Historic England. 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. 

• 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 ‘Deposition of Archaeological Archives in Suffolk’ (SCCAS 2010).  

• 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 a decision is reached upon their long term future, i.e. 
reburial or permanent storage. 

• 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. 



2.3 Project Staff 
Project Manager: Jo Caruth 
Site monitoring:  David Gill 
Finds Manager/Post Roman finds: Richenda Goffin 
Roman Pottery/General finds: Ioannis Smyrnaios, Dr Ruth Beveridge 
Prehistoric pottery:  Anna Doherty (Archaeology South-East) 
Prehistoric flint: Sarah Bates (freelance) 
Faunal remains: Julie Curl (freelance) 
Human remains: Sue Anderson (freelance) 
Environmental samples: Val Fryer (freelance) 

3. Health and safety/ Risk assessment

The site will be under the control of the site owner/main contractor and SACIC staff will follow 
any site requirements such as inductions/PPE that are necessary. All SACIC staff are 
experienced in working on a variety of archaeological sites and are aware of SACIC H&S 
policies.  

• Site staff will wear protective clothing at all times on site (hard hat, high visibility vest,
steel-toe cap boots) and will report to the main contractor/developer at the beginning
of each site visit. All staff hold a CSCS card.

• Vehicles will be parked in a safe location.

• No holes or trenches deeper than 1.2m will be entered unless they have been
suitably stepped or shored and assessed to be safe after consultation with the site
contractor. They will not be entered if no-one else is in the close vicinity.

• Due care and attention will be paid to site and ground conditions. Safe routes etc.
will be adhered to and edges of excavations avoided unless necessary.

• A fully charged mobile phone will be on site at all times.

• Site staff will be aware of the location of the nearest A&E unit and a vehicle will be
on site at all times.  It is likely that the relevant PO will be a qualified First Aider.

• For single person working SACIC operates a 'reporting-in' procedure at the end of
each day.

• The main contractor will check for overhead and underground services and potential
ground contamination.

• SACIC holds full insurance policies for field work (details on request).

Emergency contacts 

Local Police Raingate Street, Bury St Edmunds, IP33 2AP 101 

Local GP The Guildhall and Barrow Surgery, Lower Baxter 
Street, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk, IP33 1ET 

01284 701601 

Location of nearest A&E West Suffolk Hospital 
Hardwick Lane, Bury St. Edmunds, IP33 2QZ 

01284 713000 

Other Contacts 
EMS  (Jezz Meredith ) 01449 900124 
H&S  (Stuart Boulter) 01449 900122 
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Figure 1. Site location 
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Figure 2. Plan showing approximate location of existing water main



Appendix 1 Summary CVs for main project staff 

Jo Caruth Senior Project Officer 

An archaeologist with over 30 years’ experience working in East Anglia, Jo has been a Senior 
Project Officer since 2001, during which time she has been responsible for the management of 
major archaeological projects, including costing, method statements, risk assessments, staff 
induction, procurement, all site works, post excavation assessment and analysis, liaising with 
specialists, clients and curatorial staff. She has specific expertise in management of projects 
relating to the archaeological landscape at RAF Lakenheath, Anglo-Saxon period sites, and 
sites with community involvement.  

Current major projects include the multi-phased excavations at Fornham All Saint on the north-
west side of Bury St Edmunds and the publication of the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries at RAF 
Lakenheath. 

She is a Member of the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists and a Fellow of the Society of 
Antiquaries. 

David Gill Archaeologist 

David is currently a self-employed archaeologist before which he had been Project Officer then 
Senior Project Officer with Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS) for twenty-
five years. At SCCAS he was responsible for the management of major archaeological projects 
from inception to completion and also managed the historic building recording and the survey 
team. He has over thirty years field experience in Norfolk and Suffolk, on sites of all periods but 
with specific expertise in the archaeology of the medieval urban core and Abbey precinct of 
Bury St Edmunds, medieval buildings, settlements and moated sites and church archaeology. 
Historic Building Recording projects include Mettingham Castle, Mettingham Church, Wissett 
Church, St Mary's Abbey, West Dereham, South Elmham Gatehouse as well as various 
elements of Bury Abbey.  

His research interests include ecclesiastical buildings, the development of Bury St Edmunds, 
medieval settlement studies and ancient building techniques and materials.  

He is a member of the Suffolk Historic Buildings Group and the Medieval Settlement Research 
Group. 
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Historic England is subject to the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA) and Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR). All 
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Mr Andrew Samson Direct Dial: 01223 582751 
Vertas Group Limited 
Beacon House, Landmark Business Park Our ref: S00155245 
Whitehouse Road 
Ipswich 
Suffolk 
IP1 5PB 3 January 2017 

Dear Mr Samson 

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended); Section 2 
control of works  
Application for Scheduled Monument Consent  

BURY ST EDMUNDS ABBEY: INCLUDING THE MONKS' CEMETERY AND OUTER 
PRECINCT AND VINEYARD WALLS, 6 THE CHURCHYARD, RAINGATE STREET, 
BURY ST EDMUNDS, SUFFOLK, IP33 1RS 
Scheduled Monument No: SM 35556, HA 1021450   
Our ref: S00155245  
Application on behalf of Suffolk County Council 

1. I am directed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport to advise you of
the decision regarding your application for Scheduled Monument Consent received 13 
December 2016 in respect of proposed works at the above scheduled monument 
concerning installation of a new waterman pipeline. The new pipe would following and 
be laid within the existing waterman route. Works shall be undertaken under 
archaeological control and all excavation would be hand excavated. A depth of 750mm 
would be required for all trenching. The works were detailed in the following 
documentation submitted by you: 

 Proposed route of pipeline works

 Description of works within SMC application S00155245

 Pre-application Consultation PA00452231

2. In accordance with paragraph 3(2) of Schedule 1 to the 1979 Act, the Secretary of
State is obliged to afford you, and any other person to whom it appears to the 
Secretary of State expedient to afford it, an opportunity of appearing before and being 
heard by a person appointed for that purpose. This opportunity was offered to you by 
Historic England and you have declined it.  

Appendix 2



EAST OF ENGLAND OFFICE 

24 BROOKLANDS AVENUE, CAMBRIDGE, CB2 8BU 

Telephone 01223 582749 
HistoricEngland.org.uk

Historic England is subject to the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA) and Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR). All 
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3. The Secretary of State is also required by the Act to consult with the Historic
Buildings and Monuments Commission for England (Historic England) before deciding 
whether or not to grant Scheduled Monument Consent. Historic England considers the 
effect of the proposed works upon the monument to be beneficial for the preservation 
of the monument with minor ground works which would alter the present condition and 
cause damage to the monument's  archaeological deposits. This can be acceptably 
mitigated by conditions for an appropriate level of archaeological supervision and 
recording.The effects of the works on the setting of the monument have also been 
assessed and are not considered to be an overriding factor in this instance.  

I can confirm that the Secretary of State is agreeable for the works to proceed 
providing the conditions set out below are adhered to, and that accordingly Scheduled 
Monument Consent is hereby granted under section 2 of the 1979 Act for the works 
described in paragraph 1 above, subject to the following conditions: 

The following conditions are intended to ensure a degree of quality control over the 
works, irrespective of type: 

i. The works to which this consent relates shall be carried out to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of State, who will be advised by Historic
England. At least 4 weeks’ notice (or such shorter period as may be
mutually agreed) in writing of the commencement of work shall be given to
Nick Carter, Assistant Inspector of Ancient Monuments, in order that an
Historic England representative can inspect and advise on the works and
their effect in compliance with this consent.

ii. The specification of work for which consent is granted shall be executed in
full. Any changes to the proposed, design and specification for which
consent has been granted will need to be agreed by under the terms of
condition i

iii. Photographs shall be prepared of the monument before the start and after
completion of the works and a digital set shall be sent to Historic England
(Matilda Rutter, Business Officer Suffolk -
matilda.rutter@historicengland.org.uk
<mailto:matilda.rutter@historicengland.org.uk>) within 3 months of the
completion of the works. 

iv. This consent may only be implemented by Suffolk County Council and their
appointed contractors

v. The final methodology and specification for the works shall be agreed in
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writing with Historic England, on behalf of the Secretary of State,  before the 
commencement of any on-site works 

vi. All works will be undertaken by hand and undertaken under archaeological
control and supervision

vii. The archaeological works shall be undertaken in-line with a specification /
brief submitted to and approved in writing by Historic England, on behalf of
the Secretary of State, and Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service.
The specification should include appropriate provision for post-excavation
assessment, publication, dissemination, archiving and environmental
sampling (where appropriate) and contingencies for encountering human
remains

viii. All those involved in the implementation of the works granted by this consent
must be informed by the owner, occupier and/or developer that the land is
designated as a scheduled monument under the Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended); the extent of the scheduled
monument as set out in both the scheduled monument description and map;
and that the implications of this designation include the requirement to
obtain Scheduled Monument Consent for any works to a scheduled
monument from the Secretary of State prior to them being undertaken

ix. Equipment and machinery shall not be used or operated in the scheduled
area in conditions or in a manner likely to result in damage to the
monument/ ground disturbance other than that which is expressly authorised
in this consent

x. The excavations shall be backfilled within one month (or such other period
as may be mutually agreed) and the site remediated as appropriate, to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of State, who will be advised by Historic
England

xi. Any masonry remains exposed in the course of the excavation shall either
be backfilled within one month (or such other period as may be mutually
agreed) of the completion of the excavation or, if they are to be the subject
of subsequent consolidation and display, shall be protected from the
elements until such time as further scheduled monument consent has been
obtained and consolidation works commence, all such protection works to
be carried out to the satisfaction of the Secretary of State who will be
advised by Historic England
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xii. A report on the archaeological investigations shall be sent to the Suffolk
Historic Environment Record and to Nick Carter at Historic England within 3
months of the completion of the works (or such other period as may be
mutually agreed). The contractor shall complete and submit an entry on
OASIS (On-line Access to the Index of Archaeological Investigations -
http://oasis.ac.uk/england/) prior to project completion, and shall deposit any
digital project report with the Archaeology Data Service, via the OASIS form,
upon completion.

4. By virtue of section 4 of the 1979 Act, if no works to which this consent relates are
executed or started within the period of five years beginning with the date on which 
this consent was granted (being the date of this letter), this consent shall cease to 
have effect at the end of that period (unless a shorter time period is set by a specific 
condition above). 

5. This letter does not convey any approval or consent required under any enactment,
bye law, order or regulation other than section 2 of the Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act 1979. 

6. Your attention is drawn to the provisions of section 55 of the 1979 Act under which
any person who is aggrieved by the decision given in this letter may challenge its 
validity by an application made to the High Court within six weeks from the date when 
the decision is given. The grounds upon which an application may be made to the 
Court are (1) that the decision is not within the powers of the Act (that is, the Secretary 
of State has exceeded the relevant powers) or (2) that any of the relevant 
requirements have not been complied with and the applicant's interests have been 
substantially prejudiced by the failure to comply. The "relevant requirements" are 
defined in section 55 of the 1979 Act: they are the requirements of that Act and the 
Tribunals and Inquiries Act 1971 and the requirements of any regulations or rules 
made under those Acts. 

Yours sincerely 

Nick Carter 
Assistant Inspector of Ancient Monuments 
E-mail: nick.carter@HistoricEngland.org.uk 
For and on behalf of the Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport 

cc. Abby Antrobus, Senior Archaeological Officer, Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service 
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Appendix 2. Context List
Context 
No

Feature 
No

Feature Type Category Description Over Under Cut by Cuts Overall Finds 
Date

0001 Fill of modern pit. Banded layers of rammed gravel and dark loam. Pit located 
immediately west of computer duct manhole

0002Layer

0002 Modern re-worked soil horizon top of the soil profile in garden of No.6.  Dark 
loam/garden soil contains Victorian brick rubble china and animal bone etc.

0003 0001Layer

0003 Soil horizon, buried garden soil below 0002. 350mm deep layer of well-worked garden  
loam -homgenous. Main fillof trench crossing garden of No.6 . Contains animal bone, 
frequent broken flower pot. However, the rubble and modern detritus seen in 0002 is 
absent.  Recorded in all sections in No 6. and west end of garden in No.9

0004, 00 0002 18th-20th CLayer

0004 Soil horizon at the base of soil profile recorded in S1.  Lime mortar rubble (medieval) 
within a matrix of  large stone gravel and dark silt/loam.  (?)undisturbed archaeological 
layer - contains possible human bone. Same as 0006 in S2 and S3 - undisturbed below 
the level of the services in the old trench

0003Layer

0005 Dark soil layer below 0003 in S2 and S3. dark green-brown silt-sand, organic, stoneless 
and loose textured; flecked frequent charcoal, contains low concentration of small frags 
of CBM.

0006 0003 16th-18th CLayer

0006 Soil horizon at the base of the soil profile as recorded in S3 and S2. Very stoney  dark 
brown, silt sand  lies directly over natural gravel  full depth of layer (50cms) recorded in 
S3.  Below the level of services in old trench undisturbed archaeological layer. Bottom of 
soil profile here is deeper than that seen  in S4  suggesting 0006 could be feature fill. 
Produced clay pipe stem and animal bone- needs checking for human bone. stones in 
fill same as underlying gravel -the result of excavation /mixing.

0005Layer

0007 0019 Soil horizon. Layer of occupation soil, undisturbed arch layer below services at the base 
of the soil profile in S5. Lies directly over natural gravel -no subsoil.  Below/buried 
beneath disturbed soil associated with the construction of Nos 9 & 10. 50cm depth of 
dark oranic silt/sand, soft textured, common flint with frequent oyster shell, whelk animal 
bone and tile - tile = esturine type

13th-15th CLayer

0008 Deep soil horizon. Upper layer just below modern garden/topsoil in S7 - similar to 0003. 
Deep layer of dark brown loam, worked  garden soil 60cms deep. Contains CBM anmal 
bone, clay pipe, staffordshire slipware.

0009 1650-1800Layer

0009 0019 Deep layer of occupation soil at the bottom of trench recorded in S7 below level of 
services undisturbed archaeological layer. Dark, organic rubbish dump layer contains 
oyster shell, animal bone, CBM, pottery and mortared flint and frags of burnt limestone, 
claypipe etc. recorded as 40cms deep but not bottomed in section. Sames as 0007 and 
soil horizon at the bottom of S6.

0008 Late med/epm?Layer

0010 0019 Occupation rubbsh dump layer. Stoney occupation soil within a matrix of dark bron 
silt/sand, soft textured - producing tile , animal bone, pottery oyster shell charcoal and 
mortar and mortared flint rubble ( quite common) continuation of 0009 in S8

Med pot w late meLayer

0011 Buried soil horizon (ancient topsoil??). Soft, close textured dark brown silt homogenous, 
stone -free - absence of cultural material.  Below 0010 recorded in S8  88cms below 
current surface.

Layer

0012 0019 Occupation soil dark-brown, sticky, silt. Undisturbed arch layer below services. 
Produced CBM, oyster shell, whelks, animal bone, pottery. Continuation of rubbish 
dump layer 0010 as recorded in S9.  Contained SF 1001- pierced whetstone ??

Layer

0013 Dark sticky silt, below 0012  in S9. Similar to 0012 only without cultural material - buried 
topsoil same as 0011.

Layer
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No

Feature 
No

Feature Type Category Description Over Under Cut by Cuts Overall Finds 
Date

0014 Occupation soil/ debris - below hogging/subbase in the compound. Dark brown clay/silt 
with charcoal and crushed mortar, fe-fitting, tile, oyster shell, glazed red-earthenware.  
The mortar is fine, white material -post med.

16th-18th CLayer

0015 Layer of stony flint with pea shingle within a matrix of brown silt, below 0014. produced 
oyster shell and medieval pottery.

Layer

0016 Layer at the bottom of the soil profile in the soakaway pit.  Buried topsoil, mid-brown 
sandy silt - clean no cultural materail. Lies directly over natural gravel, sharp but uneven 
interface with gravel below.

0017 L12th-14th but topLayer

0017 Thin layer of chalky clay, surface burnt red/pink with thin lens of charcoal over the top. 
Burnt 'in-situ', soil below clay layer 0017 is reddened. Clay layer 2-3cms thick and 
broken up - horizontal line of clay continues as interrupted lens of charcoal. Level of clay 
coincides with mortar pad on east elevation. Clay layer denotes level of the former 
medieval ground surface

0016 0018Layer

0018 0019 Occupation layer. Organic, soft , fine clay-silt, dak-mid brown flecked with charcoal, 
frequent oyster & whelk shells, aniaml bone, pottery and  tile. Occupation soil green-
brown distinct from the buried topsoil (0016) 0018 similar to 0009 etc.

0017 L12th-14th CLayer

0019 0019 Group number for the great dump layer of occupation debris,  deposited during 17th-
18thC,  that appears to cover the site - this dumping phenomena has also been 
recorded in the area between the Norman Tower and West Front, the precinct yard and 
the Great Courtyard and seems to have occurred over the whole abbey site.

Layer

0020 0020 large feature (possible pit)  in the SW of the soakaway pit. Not excavated recorded in 
plan only

0021CutPit

0021 0020 Fill of feature 0020,  pale brown silt flecked with charoal. 0020FillPit

0022 0022 Pit on the west edge of soakaway. Soft, dark loam fill. Recent feature filled with garden 
soil.

CutPit

0023 Topsoil with 19thC brick rubble upper layer in soakaway section 0024Layer

0024 Dark loam worked garden soil with patches of ash and (?)early post-med lime mortar. 
Buried soil layer below 0023

0025 0023Layer

0025 Dark brown clayey silt relatively 'clean'and stoneless flecks of charcoal and coal. Buried 
worked garden soil below 0024

0026 0024Layer

0026 Mid-dark brown silt common small stones and pea-grit with finely-crushed, pale,  lime 
mortar rubble same level as north boundary wall footing as seen in S 10.

0025Layer

Page 2 of 2



Appendix 3. Bulk finds catalogue 
Context  Pottery CBM Plaster/ 

Mortar 
Tobacco Pipe Slag Animal bone Shell Notes Spotdate 

No         Wt/g No      Wt/g No         Wt/g No     Wt/g No         Wt/g No          Wt/g No          Wt/g Pottery    CBM 
0003 3 137 1 19 4 19 16 177 1 23 Clinker: 1 - 4g, 

2 HSR frags 
@ 22g 

Pmed Pmed 

0004 1 10 

0005 1 2 Pmed 

0006 6 183 

0007 2 58 2 28 Med, 

0008 2 123 1 3 2 78 Lmed/Pmed 

0009 4 71 4 196 1 44 PMed Lmed/Pmed 

0010 3 23 10 391 3 30 Med Med, L 
Med/Pmed 

0012 4 34 1 236 1 79 4 8 Med  Lmed/pmed 

0013 2 82 

0014 1 192 1 82 Pmed Pmed 

0016 1 1 Med 

0018 4 24 2 110 1 74 1 84 3 17 Med Med 





Appendix 4. Catalogue of pottery by context 

Context Ceramic 
period 

Fabric Form Decoration No of 
sherds 

Weight 
(g) 

ENV Abrasion Burnt Comments Fabric spotdate Overall 
spotdate 

0003 PM LPME BODY 1 11 1 18th-20th C 
 

0003 PM GRE BOWL 1 14 1 Internal ld glaze, hooked flanged rim, 
fine dense buff fab - Essex type 

16th-18th C 18th century? 

0005 PM IGBW BODY 1 2 1 
 

16th-18th C 16th-18th C 
0008 PM STSL BODY 1 77 1 Combed slipware dish 1650-1800 1650-1800 
0009 PM PMRW BODY 1 25 1 Unglazed, fully oxidised 16th-18th C 

 

0009 M BCSW CP/JAR 1 15 1 Grey core, yellow/buff ext, wedge shaped rim L12th-14th C 
0009 M BMCW BODY 1 7 1 

 
L12th-14th C 15th-16th C? 

0009 PM LMT BODY 1 23 1 Reduced core 15th-16th C 
0010 M MCWG BODY 1 11 1 A Grey core, oxid margins L12th-14th C 
0010 M MCW BODY 1 6 1 A 

 
L12th-14th C 

0010 M BMCW BODY 1 5 1 A L12th-14th C L12th-14th C 
0012 M MCW BODY/BASE 1 14 1 

 
Sagging base L12th-14th C 

 

0012 M BMCW BODY 1 10 1 
 

L12th-14th C 
0012 M MCW BODY 1 5 1 L12th-14th C 
0012 M MCW BODY/BASE 1 6 1 A Oxidised margins L12th-14th C L12th-14th C 
0014 PM GRE BASE 1 192 1 

 
Knife-trimmed, internal glaze, prob jar or cist 16th-18th C 16th-18th C 

0016 M BSFW BODY 1 2 1 
 

L12th-14th C L12th-14th C 
0018 M BMCW BODY 1 5 1 L12th-14th C 

 

0018 M GRIM BODY IRON 1 5 1 13th-14th C 13th-14th C 
0018 M BCSW? BODY 

 
1 11 1 Has ferrous inclusions L12th-14th C 

 

0018 M HFW1 BODY 1 2 1 B? 
 

M12th-M13th C 





Appendix 5. Small finds 
Small Find 
No 

Ctxt Object  Material No Wt/g Description Depth 
(mm) 

Width 
(mm) 

Length 
(mm) 

Diameter 
(mm) 

Period 

1001 0012 Hone Stone 1 7 Elongated piece of fine grained stone. Rectangular in section. 
Truncated at one end. Opposite end tapers and is perforated with a 
circular hole. Probably a finishing hone. 

6 8 69 Med 

1002 0014 ?Hinge 
pivot 

Iron 1 58 Piece of elongated structural ironwork, square in section. L-shaped 
with tapering shank and broken guide arm. Heavily 
encrusted/corroded. 

34 9.5 109 

1003 0003 ?Fitting Iron 1 176 Rectangular ?staple with long flat shank and arms that are 
rectangular in section and shorter. Corroded. Possible in situ nail 
along shank. 

69 14 195 

1004 0012 Mortar Stone 1 48 Fragment of shelly limestone, part of the wall of a mortar. It is 
rectangular in plan and rectangular in profile, tapering along the 
length. In cross section it is square. It has a convex outer surface 
and concave inner surface. 

20 32 63 Med 





Appendix 6. Catalogue of Ceramic building material 
Context Period Fabric Form Frag No Wt (g) Condition Description Dating 

0003 PM wfg LB 1 18 
 

Corner of whitefiring brick or floorbrick 18th-19th C 
0003 PM fsg RT? 1 112 Shaped tile with deep brown glaze internally, either RT or ornamental bordering e.g. 16th-18th C 
0007 M cs RT 1 18 AA Very reduced core, laminated, has cream mortar 13th-15th C 
0007 M est RT 1 40 

 
Coarse estuarine fabric, cream mortar 13th-15th C 

0008 LM/PM mscp RT 1 46 A 
 

LM/PM 
0009 M msfe RT 2 120 

 
Reduced core, much cream mort over broken edge; reused M/LM 

0009 M csf RT 1 47 Reduced core and lead glaze 13th-15th C 
0009 LM/PM fscp RT 1 27 Laminated; some mort on broken edge - re-used LM/PM 
0010 LM/PM fscp RT 3 173 Fully oxidised, 1 w cream mort underside LM/PM 
0010 M est RT 1 23 

 
13th-15th C 

0010 LM/PM fsf RT 1 68 Fully oxidised LM/PM 
0010 LM/PM msfe RT 1 32 A Fully oxidised LM/PM 
0010 LM/PM fsf RT 1 16 

 
Fully oxidised LM/PM 

0010 M cs RT 1 42 Coarse, poorly mixed fabric 13th-15th C 
0010 LM/PM msf RT 1 28 Mortar LM/PM 
0010 LM/PM fscp RT 1 9 Remains of circular peghole LM/PM 
0012 LM/PM msfe RT 1 236 Complete recessed circ peghole D=12mm. Quite thick tile 15mm. Some mortar PM? 
0014 PM fsfe RT 1 82 Modern looking PM 
0018 M fsg FT 1 54 Chamfered corner of floor tile w mottled ld glaze. Knife-trimmed, 24mm thick, Flemish Med 
0018 M cs RT 1 55 Overfired RT w ld glaze, mortar, prob reused Med 





Appendix 7. OASIS Form 

OASIS ID: suffolka1-272844 

Project details 
Project name BSE 514 New water main at 9-10 The Churchyard  

Short description of the 
project 

Monitoring of trench for water main within scheduled are of abbey 
precinct  

Project dates Start: 13-03-2017 End: 31-10-2017  

Previous/future work Yes / Not known  

Any associated project 
reference codes 

BSE 514 - Sitecode  

Any associated project 
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Type of project Recording project  

Site status Scheduled Monument (SM)  

Current Land use Other 5 - Garden  

Monument type DEPOSIT Post Medieval  
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Project location 
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Project brief originator English Heritage/Department of Environment 
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